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Current Topics. 


The Admission of Women as Solicitors. 

IN THE case of Bebb v. The Law Society (Times, 3rd inst.), 
Joycr, J., has decided against the claim of the plaintiff, Miss 
Brsp, to be admitted to the preliminary examination, and, as 
the result, has decided against her admission as a solicitor. As 
regards examinations the operative enactment is section 5 of 
the Solicitors Act, 1877, which provides, with certain exceptions, 
that “a person” shall not be admitted as a solicitor until he has - 
passed the qualifying examinations. And the actual admission 
depends on section 10 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, which provides 
that ‘a person who has obtained from the society a certificate 
of having passed a final examination may apply to the Master 
of the Rolls to be admitted as a solicitor; and thereupon the 
Master of the Rolls, unless cause to the contrary is shewn to his 
satisfaction, shall by writing under his hand admit, in such 
manner and form as he shall from time to time direct, such person 
to be a solicitor.” It would have been possible, therefore, for 
the Law Society to have admitted Miss Bess to the examinations, 
and left the responsibility of admitting her as a solicitor to the 
Master of the Rolls ; but it was obviously the more convenient 
plan to take the objection, and have the matter determined, at 


the outset. 


The Statute Law as to Solicitors. 

Tue Acts just referred to are part of the statute law 
dealing with solicitors which commences with the Solicitors Act, 
1843, and all the statutes must receive the same construction. 
By section 2 of the Act of 1843, no “person” is to act as a 
solicitor unless he has been admitted and enrolled, and is other- 
wise duly qualified to act, and by section 35 provision was made 
for punishing any “ person” who should act as a solicitor with- 
out being admitted'‘and enrolled. This section has been repealed, 
and similar provision is now made by section 26 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1860, with respect to “‘ every person who acts as an attorney 
or solicitor contrary to the enactment in section 2” of the Act of 
1843. Then there is the definition clause in section 48 of the 
Act of 1843, which really causes the difficulty :—“ Every word 
importing the masculine gender only shall extend and be applied 
to a female as wellas a male . . . unless it be otherwise 
specially provided, or there be something in the subject or context 
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repugnant to such construction.” The word “ person,” as used in 
section 2, prima facie means a male person ; this is clear from the 
pronouns in the statute which refer to it; and the question is 
whether the interpretation clause is to operate or not. 


The Effect of Interpretation Clauses. 


As Joyce, J., pointed out, the object of an interpretation 
clause is to facilitate drafting, and not to effect unexpected 
changes in thelaw. The principle to be applied in such cases was 
laid down in Chorlton v. Lings (L. R. 4 C. P. 374) on the provision 
in the Representation of the People Act, 1867, that every 
“man” is qualified for registration as a parliamentary elector ; 
and in Beresford-Hope v. Sandhurst (23 Q. B. D. 79) on the 
provision in section 11 (3) of the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882, that every “person” should be qualified to be elected a 
councillor who was qualified to vote. In both cases it was held 
that the function or office was a public function or office which 
at common law could be only exercised or filled by a man, and 
that the Interpretation Act, 1850, s. 4, had not the effect 
of extending the statutes to women so as to abolish 
the common law rule; but the second decision turned also 
on the special interpretation clause in section 63 of the Act of 
1882, and, apart from this, it is possible that women would have 
been held to be included. In the present case Joycr, J., laid 
stress upon the office of a solicitor being a public office, and he 
followed the principle of the above decisions, but we are not sure 
that he intended to base his judgment solely on this point. Down 
to 1843 the functions of a solicitor had been performed solely by 
men, and, whether the office is a public one or not, the change 
involved in throwing open the profession to women is not suitable 
to be effected by an interpretation clause. Ifthe present decision 
stands, then the question can be considered and dealt with on its 
merits—a much more satisfactory mode of effecting changes than 
by the undesigned effect of a statute. It may be noticed that 
there is no reason to suppose that the decision will absolve a 
woman who practises as a solicitor without qualification. Section 
26 of the Solicitors Act of 1860 may well extend to females, 
although section 2 of the Act of 1843 does not. 


Counsel’s Duty to Appear. 


A USEFUL contribution to the controversy which has raged 
round Sir EpwArpD CARSON’s acceptance of a brief for Mr. 
Goprrey Isaacs has been made in a letter to the 7imes (1st inst.) 
which is signed H. R. MACMILLAN ; we take it that its author is 
the distinguished Scots advocate who bears that name. Mr. 
MACMILLAN points out that the principle which imposes on 
counsel an obligation to accept any brief offered him with a 
proper fee in his sphere of practice has an even higher authority 
at the Scots bar than at the English. Here the principle rests 
partly on the precedent of ERSKINE in the case of Tom Paine, 
partly on the opinion of Lord ELDON, given as amicus curiae to 
the bar at its request, and partly on a resolution of the Bar 
Council ; there has been no authoritative dec:sion on the point by a 
body with power todetermine legal etiquette and penalize breaches 
thereof. But in Scotland the rule is statutory, and has been 
so for nearly four hundred years. On May 27th, 1532, the Seots 
Court of Session laid it down in an “Act of Sederunt,” that is 
to say, in the equivalent of an English Judicature Act, since the 
Scots Court of Session has always possessed legislative power 
to fix and alter its own procedure—a power which in England is 
vested in Parliament alone, except so far as delegated to the 
judges by the Judicature Acts. “No advocate, without very 
good cause,” so runs the Scots rule, ‘shall refuse to act for any 
person tendering a reasonable fee under pain of deprivation of 
his office of advocate ” (Consolidated Acts of Sederunt, Act VI. 
+). The meaning of “very good cause” is left undetined, but 
Mr. MACMILLAN points out that the burden of proof that he had 
good cause for refusing is cast upon the advocate. We fancy 
that a similar rule, written or unwritten, will be found to exist 
at every European bar. The guild of lawyers, like the guild of 
physicians, is a great “ mystery,” whose essentials of etiquette 
are much the same in all civilized countries; they are founded 
on “ reason” and the “‘ common good,” and these must everywhere 


The Draft R. S.C. 


WE PRINT elsewhere a set of draft R.S. C. relating to payment 
into court, applications for new trial, and time for appealing, 
The present Ord, 22, rr. 1-11, deals with payment into and out 
of court and tender in the King’s Bench and Admiralty Divisions, 
Various changes are made in these, and the convenient course ig 
adopted of issuing the entire set of rules as altered, instead of 
making piecemeal variation. Under r. 1, which is unaltered, a 
defendant may pay money into court and admit liability, or he 
may, except in libel and slander, pay it in with a defence denying 
liability, and under rule 3, als» unaltered, where a defence sets 
up tender before action, the sum tendered must be brought into 
court. Rule 5, which prescribes when the money may be paid 
out to the plaintiff, is unaltered In rule 6, which deals with 
payment into court with a denial of liability, several changes are 
made, rather of detail than of substance ; and a new proviso is 
added, that an order for payment out is not, except on special 
grounds, to be made till after taxation, and the payment is to be 
subject to set off of damages or costs, and to all proper credits for 
sums recovered or ordered to be paid. It appears, indeed, to be 
a chief object of the alterations to allow adjustments in respect 
of costs and otherwise to be made in dealing with the money 
paid in. Itis also provided, by the addition to rule 6, that a 
plaintiff who does not accept money paid in with a denial of 
liability, and proceeds to trial, but does not recover any more, is 
not to have the costs of the issue as to liability unless the judge 
is satisfied that there were reasonable grounds for not accepting 
the sum paid in. The time in rule 7, for acceptance of money 
paid in is altered from four to seven days; and a new rule— 
r. 6a—-is added, providing for payment in by one of several 
joint defendants. A change is made in r. 11 as to appropria- 
tion by the defendant of money paid in to any specified part of 
the plaintiff's claim, so as, in case of an allege tender, to allow of 
appropriation to the amount tendered. 


New Trials and Time for Appealing. 

THE WHOLE of Ord. 39 is to be repealed, and a new order 
dealing with applications for new trial substituted. Applications 
for a new trial, or to set aside a verdict or judgment, whether 
there has been a trial with or without a jury, go to the Court of 
Appeal, but as regards trials with a jury this is due to the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1890. Before that Act applica- 
tions in non-jury cases went to the Court of Appeal, and in jury 
cases to the Divisional Court ; and though the procedure in jury 
cases was changed, so as to eliminate the Divisional Court, yet 
there have ever since been separate rules, Ord. 39, r. 1, lu, 
relating to the application to the Court of Appeal. This distinc- 
tion will now be abolished, and the new rules apply equally to 
all applications for new trials or to set aside a verdict or 
judgment, whether in jury or non-jury cases, The 
application is to be made in the same way as an 
appeal—that is, by notice of motion ; and provision is made as 
to the contents of the notice in jury and non-jury cases 
respectively. ‘The notice will still be a fourteen days’ notice, but 
the time for serving it is extended from ten days to six weeks. 
In R. 8. C. Ord. 58, r. 15, which prescribes the time for bringing 
appeals, a similar limitation of six weeks is now introduced ; but 
here the time is shortened. Under the present rule the limit 
for interlocutory appeals is fourteen days, and for other appeals, 
three months. The former period is not altered, but final 
appeals will in future have to be brought within six weeks 
unless the court or a judge at the time of making the ogder, or, 
at any time subsequently, the Court of Appeat enlarges the 
time. It will be remembered that, prior to the Rules of 1893, 
the periods were twenty-one days and one year. The period of 
six weeks for final appeals may be sufficient in ordinary cases, 
but the present cuange to six weeks seems to require 
consideration. 

Separation Orders under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts, 


THE Law with regard to separation orders under the Summary 
Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, has, of late years, 
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on the passage of the Act through Parliament, there was practi- 
cally no discussion as to the result and effect of the proposed 
legislation. The fourth section of the Act gives five grounds, 
upon any one of which a married woman may lay a complaint end 
obtain an order under the Act. The grounds are, first, where the 
husband has been convicted of an aggravated assault upon her 
within the meaning of section 43 of the Offences Against the 
Persons Act, 1861 ; secondly, where he has been convicted upon 
an indictment of an assault upon her, and sentenced to pay a 
fine of more than £5 or to aterm of imprisonment exceeding two 
months ; thirdly, where the husband has deserted her ; fourthly, 
where he has been guilty of persistent cruelty to her ; and fifthly, 
where he has been guilty of wilful negloct to provide reasonable 
maintenance for her and her infant children whom he is legally 
liable to maintain, and in each of the Jast two cases—namely, of 
persistent cruelty or neglect to maintain—has by such cruelty 
or neglect caused her to leave, and live separately and apart from 
him. One of ths London magistrates has recently said that he 
is at a loss to understand why the Act makes it compulsory for 
the wife to have and live apart from her husband in the fourth 
and fifth cases. There are many reasons why it is highly incon- 
venient for the wife to leive her home. She may carry on some 
little business there by which she has partly supported herself 
and her family, and she is afraid that in her absonce the connec- 
tion which she has formed may be lost, and that her husband 
may sell or break up the furniture of the house ; and in all cases 
it is no easy matter to find another place of abode. It has been 
suggested that, upon proof that the husband remains at home 
doing nothing and throwing the whole burden of supporting his 
family upon his wife, a temporary sepiration order might be 
granted to her, even though she still remains with her husband. 
No dout this proposition will be duly considered in any legisla- 
tive proposal for the amendment of this and other Acts relating 
to marriage. 


Dangerous Things. 


In Bates and another vy. Butey & Co, (Limited) (Times, June 26th) 
IlorripGE, J., had to consider the question whether or not a 
ginger-beer bottle is an inherently dangerous thing so as to 
saddle with liability, for damage to any person injured by the 
bursting thereof, the original manufacturer or wholesale vendor 
of the bottle. The distinction between remoteness of liability in 
cass of “dangerous” and “non-dangerous” things mav be 
regarded as settled ever since Parry v. Smith (1879, 4 C. P. D. 
325) was followed four years «go by the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council in Dominion Natural Gas Co. v. Collins (1909, 
A. C. 640). In each of these cases the defendants placed gas- 
fittings in the hands of a contractor, whose misfeasance caused an 
explosion with resulting injuries to the plaintiff; it was held 
that the defendants were liable to the plaintiff, although a 
stranger to them, because gas is a dangerous thing, and he who 
deals in it must do so “at his peril.” The same principle was 
applied in Langridge v. Levy (1837, 2 M. & W. 519), where the 
defendant was vendor of a gun, which, owing to inherent defect, 
burst and injured a relative of the purchaser; in (George v. 
Skivington (1869, L. R. 5 Ex. 1), where the dangerous chattel 
was a “hair-wash;” and by Lwusn, J., in the very recent 
case of White v. Steadman (ante, p. 576), where the defendants 
let out a “vicious horse” to the husband of the plaintiff: in 
each of these cases a “stranger” to the plaintiff, both as regards 
privity in contract and immediacy in tort, recovers, because the 
supplier of adangerous thing, whether by way of sale or bailment 
or gift, is guilty of a nuisance if in fact the dangerous thing 
does harm : see CoTTon and Bowsn, L.JJ., in Heaven v. Pender (11 
Q. B. D. 503). But it is otherwise if the article supplied is not 
inherently dangerous, but only becomes so because of some latent 
defect ; then the supplier is only liable if he knew of the latent 
defect or otherwise by his negligence caused it (per Baron PARKE 
in Longmeid v. Holliday (6 Ex. 761)). Among articles not inher- 
ently dangerous, to which this lesser liability alone attaches, may 
be classed carriage-wheels (Earl v. Lubbock, 1905, 1 K. B. 257), 
motor-omnibuses which skid (Wing v. London General Omnibus 
Company, 1909, 2 K. B. 652), pigs infected with typhoid fever 
(Ward v. Hobbs, 1878, 4 A. C. 13), and a cat with kittens (Clinton 
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v. Lyons & Co., 1912, 2 K. B. 198). To these, if Horriner, J., be 
right, must now be added bottles which contain ginger-beer. 





Damages for Breach of Covenants for Title. 


THE POINT raised by Mr. ARNOLD in a letter which we print 
elsewhere deals with an important distinction as to the damages 
recoverable for breach of a covenant in a conveyance on sale for 
right to convey, and of a covenant for quiet enjoyment. In 
principle the measure of the damages seems to follow readily 
from the nature of the covenant. A covenant for right to con- 
vey is broken, once and for sll, at the date of conveyance if the 
vendor has n»t at that date the title which he p»rports to have. 
Accordingly the damages are measured by the difference in the 
value of the land as sold—that is, the purchase price, and the 
value as the vendor was able to convey it (7'urner v. Moon, 1901, 
2 Ch. 825); and the purchaser can probably recover also any 
damages which naturally flow from the breach, such as costs 
which he has properly incurred (Great Western Railway Company 
v. Fisher, 1905, 1 Ch. 316), though this case was on the covenant 
for quiet enjoyment. But on the covenant for title he cannot 
recover in respect of the enhanced value of the land since the 
conveyance, whether this is due to his own expenditure—e.y., 
in building--unless, perhaps, this was in the contemplation of 
both parties at the time of the sale (see Bunny v. Hopkinson), 27 
Beay. 565, if that case can be referred to this covenant), or to 
increment in value from other causes. On the covenant for 
quiet enjoyment the measure of damages is different. There is 
no breach until disturbance, and if the disturbance ainounts to 
eviction the damages are the value of the land at the time of 
eviction. Consequently they include any _ increasa in 
value whether due to expenditure or to natural causes. 
But there is no express decision to this effect. In Bunny 
v. Hopkinson (supra), where the value of _ buildings 
was allowed, this was on the ground that the land had been sold 
for building purposes, but the claim was on both covenants, and 
the distinction between them was not discussed. In Lewis v. 
Campbell (8 Taunt. 715) doubt was expressed as to whether the 
value of buildings could be recovered, but the point was not 
decided. It was disallowed because not properly claimed in the 
declaration; and, as is pointed out by Mr. T. Cyprian 
WILLIAMS in his “ Law of Vendor and Purchaser” (2nd ed., p. 
1156, note (b)) the authority of the dicta in this case is outweighed 
by Lock v. Furze (L. R. 1 C. P. 441) and Rolph v. Crouch (L. R. 3 
Ex. 44). In the former case the difference between the two 
covenants in respect of the measure of damages is expressly 
noticed, and in the latter the value of a conservatory erected by 
the lessee was allowed. In Mayneon Damages (8th ed., 257)a 
distinction is suggested between improvements due to outlay of 
capital and to enhancement from other causes, and damages are 
said to be allowable for the former and not for the latter, but so 
far as the covenant for quict enjoyment is concerned this seems to 
be immaterial (see Williams’ Vendor and Purchaser, i157, note 
(s) ); and on a covenant for right to convey, damages, as already 
pointed out, seem, in ordinary cases, to be recoverable under 
neither head (see Rawle on Covenants for Title, 5th ed. sect. 
158). 


Notice of Assignment of Chose-in-Action. 


Not THE least important of the changes introduced by the 
Judicature Act, 1873, was the creation of a statutory method of 
assigning choses-in-action, which enables the assignee to sue in his 
own name without joinder of the assigno~, and confers on him all 
legal rights and remedies possessed by the assignor. But there 
are certain conditions which attach to the right thus conferred by 
section 25 (6); the assignee takes subject to the equities, the 
assigument must be absolute and not merely by way of security, 
it must be in writing signed by the assignor, and express notice 
in writing must be given to the party to be charged. Curiously 
enough, there is a scarcity of cases as to the form which such 
notice must assume ; ove would bave expected difficulties to have 
arisen not infrequently in practice. An interesting case, however, 
has recently been decided by ATKIN, J., namely, Denney v. Conklin 

1913, W.N. 191). Here the assignor of the chose-in-action (a 
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claim for money lent the defendant) had executed a deed 
of arrangement in favour of trustees therein named; this 
contained, of course, an absolute assignment of all his personal 
property. The trustees’ solicitor sent to the debtor a letter 
mentioning the existence and date of the deed of arrangement 
and the name of the assignor, but not the names of the trustees ; in 
this letter they applied to him for an account. The question 
which arose was whether such a letter was in itself a sufficient 
“express notice in writing of the assignment” to satisfy the 
statute. Now the letter does not name the amount of the chose- 
in-action ; on the contrary, it claims an account. Nor does it name 
the assignees ; it only indicates their existence by reference to a 
deed executed by the assignor. Nor does it state fully the con- 
tents of the document relied on as an assignment ; it leaves the 
debtor to draw the inference that it included choses-in-action 
belonging to the assignor. There seems here an absence of that 
precision and certainty which the subsection of the Judicature 
Act obviously contemplates as secured by giving ‘an express notice 
in writing of the assignment.” The notice, indeed, would seem to 
be more accurately described as an “ implied ” notice than as an 
“express” notice. If it is an “ express ” notice in writing, then 
what sort of notice in writing would fall within the category 
of implied notices? Moreover, under the statute, priority of 
assignments depends on the date of this notice—which merely 
asks information as to the true amount due. But, notwith- 
standing these obvious difficulties, Mr. Justice ATKIN felt him- 
self at liberty to construe the statute liberally, and found the 
notice valid. 


Unnecessary Oaths. 


More than one English writer of eminence has protested 
against the unnecessary administration of oaths in our country, 
and this abuse of oaths has been recognized by the Legislature. 
But it is not generally known that in France the oath is 
administered only in judicial proceedings. Affidavits are not in 
general use as they are in this country. They are considered 
unnecessary in testamentary accounts, and even the procds 
verbauz are unsworn. The oath is administered to the jurors 
and the witnesses with great deliberetion, and its comparative 
infrequency has a tendency to make it more impressive in a 
court of justice. The unseemly haste with which in England 
affidavits were sworn at judges’ chambers is described with little 
exaggeration in “The Pickwick Papers.” All evidence out of 
court should be given by statutory declaration, and even in court 
the oath, no doubt, will in time be reserved for occasions of 
special solemnity. 





The “ Titanic” Negligence Actions. 


Reapers of Sir Water Scortt’s “Antiquary” may perhaps 
remember a sly hit at the slow legal procedure in the Scots courts 
of his days which is inserted in that interesting work of fiction 
by its author, himself an advocate, a sheriff or county court 
judge, and a clerk to the Court of Session. The landlord of an 
inn at Queensferry, when interrogated by the hero of the story 
as to the progress of his plea in the Court of Session, explains 
that it has occupied the court for seven years—which, he adds 
with patriotic enthusiasm, wre * how long and carefully justice 
is considered” in Scotland. A similar reflection will probably 
occur to many who have read in the newspapers of the last fort- 
night a report of four actions tried in succession—Ryan and others 
v. Oceanic Steam Navigation Co, (Limited) (Times, 1st inst.). It is 
fifteen months since the 7itanic met with a collision of unpre- 
cedented — in its tragic results; it is nearly a twelve- 
month since Lord MERsEY—in the capacity of a Special Wreck 
Commissioner—issued bis report on (infer alia) the causes of 
that collision ; but it is only this week that the representatives 
of four passengers injured therein have recovered damages 
against the company in actions tried before Mr. Justice 
BAILHACHE and a special jury. 

The four actions in question were all brought under Lord 
CAMPBELL’s Act by representatives who had suffered pecuniary 
damage through the loss, in the now famous wreck, of steerage 


passengers of whom they were dependants. In each case, in the 
events that happened, judgment was obtained by the plaintiffs, 
with damages agreed between the parties at the sum of £100, 
No doubt many other similar cases will be settled by the parties 
in the terms of the judgment. Thus two classes of legal 
liability will have fallen on the owners of the Titanic. Under tho 
Workmen’s Compensation Act of 1907, which, unlike the Act of 
1897, extends to sailors, the dependants of those seamen who 
suffered death in the wreck, and who were British subjects, are 
entitled to compensation under that statute, the limits varying 
from a minimum of £150 to a maximum of £300 (Workmen's 
Compensation Act 1907, First Schedule, s. 1 (a) (11)), Under 
Lord CAMPBELL’s Act, the dependants cf passengers who 
have lost their lives through the owners’ negligence in law, and 
who have suffered “ pecuniary damage ” thereby, can recover such 
damage ; the amount, of course, is a question of fact and will 
vary in different cases. There is, however, a statutory 
limitation of liability where any loss of life or personal injury 
takes place at sea'through negligence for which the owners are 
responsible, but which a not been caused by their own actual 
fault or privity ; the liability of the owners in that-~ase is limited 
to fifteen pounds per ton; there is a corresponding limitation in 
the case of goods similarly lost to eight pounds per ton (Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, s. 503). When necessary, this limitation is 
enforced by a “limitation action,” brought by the owners ; but 
owing to the vast tonnage of the Titanic, it seems unlikely that 
the statute will be available for the company. 

Some interesting questions, both of fact and of law, fell to be 
disposed of by sale and jury in the four actions. The claim 
of the plaintiffs in each case had at first been based on two quite 
separate and distinct grounds. It was alleged (1) that the ship, 
and, consequently, the lives of the deceased, were lost through 
the negligence of the company’s servants in the navigation of the 
ship; (2) that after the collision the four steerage passengers in 
question were prevented from reaching the boat deck by the 
wrongful act of the company’s servants, and so were deprived of 
a chance of saving themselves. The second allegation, however, 
was withdrawn before the trial—probably, because of Lord 
Mersey’s finding against in his report. The first ground, that 
of negligence, was fought out and raised three distinct issues of 
fact. It was admitted that several wireless messages had reached 
the captain of the vessel informing bim of the presence of ice- 
bergs at unusually southern latitudes, but it was denied that he 
had received a message from the Messaba informing him that 
there was ice in his near neighbourhood. The sending of this 
latter message was proved, and presumably, therefore, it was 
received by the wireless operator on board the Titanic, but the 
surviving officers of the latter had not heard of it. The receipt 
of this message, or its non-receipt, was one of the issues of fact ; 
but owing to the verdict of the jury and a finding of the judge, 
it became unnecessary to consider it. The other two issues of 
fact were whether, apart from the Messaba message, the speed of 
the vessel—_twenty-four knots an hour—was excessive in all the 
circumstances, and whether a proper look-out was kept. As 
regards the latter point the jury found in favour of the owners, 
on the former point against them; in each case their view 
coincided with that previously expressed by Lord MERSEY. 
Since the excessive speed constituted “negligence” it was 
unnecessary to consider further the question relating to the 
Messaba message. 

Upon the question of that message, however, Mr. Justice 
BAILHACHE decided incidentally a point of some interest. If the 
message had been transmitted to the officers of the ship, it 
would have been negligence on their part to disregard it, as they 
did. But, alternatively, if the operator had disobeyed his duty 
by omitting to transmit the message to the officer on the bridge, 
he would equally have been guilty of negligence for his omission. 
It was suggested that such negligence on his part would have 
been “negligence in the navigation of the ship” for which the 
owners would have been legally responsible. This is certainly 4 
point not easy to decide with confidence. On the one hand it 1s 
arguable: (1) that the owners were under a duty to take all 
proper precautions for the safety of the ship, and that this 
included the duty to install an efficient wireless system ; (2) that 
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the wireless company, whose operator was on board, must be 
regarded as the subordinates of the owners who chose to put them 
on board ; and (3) that therefore the owners of the ship are the 
superiors of the operator for whose assumed negligence they would 
be liable. Against this it is arguable: (1) that the provision of 
a wireless te!ezraphic system was not an incident of seaworthi- 
ness or proper navigation, and, therefor, (2) that any negligence 
of the wireless company or its operator is not connected with 
any duty on the part of the shipowners and does not amount to 
the breach of any legal duty by them. This latter view was 
taken by BaILHACuHE, J., and seems primi facie reasonable. 

But the most important question which was actually decided in 
the case related not to negligence at all, but to the form of ticket 
issued to all the four passengers by the steamship company. 
The Merchant Shipping Act uf 1894 provides that all passenger 
tickets, of whatever class, where the voyage is to a port outside 
the United Kingdom, must be in a statutory form ; and in the 
cise of steerage passengers, it further provides for a certain 
minimum of food supply, luggage, and accommodation being 
secured to them and expressly mentioned on the ticket. “The 
contract ticket,” so runs the Act, “shall be in a form approved by 
the Board of Trade and published in the London Gazette, and any 
directions contained in that form of contract ticket not being 
inconsistent with this Act shall be obeyed as if set forth in this 
section” (Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, s. 320 (2)). Now, 
from time to time, both before and since the Act, various forms 
of contract ticket have been approved by the Board and 
published in the Gazette ; these vary from ore another in details ; 
the earliest occurs in 1855 in the shape of a Schedule to the 
Passengers Act of that year, and the latest in 1889. The last 
mentioned added to the form a clause not contained in the earlier 
forms, namely clause 7, in the following terms, “A contract 
ticket shall not contain on the face thereof any condition, stipula- 
tion, or exception not contained in this form.” Now the tickets 
actually issued to the steerage passengers did contain, not on the 
face, but on the back conditions not contained in the form ; these 
conditions partially exempted the owners both from their common 
law obligation to provide a seaworthy ship, and from their 
statutory obligations under the Merchant Shipping Act. If the 
conditions were valid, the passengers had contracted out of their 
right to recover damages for negligence. The words “See 
Back” were printed on the face of the ticket. On tho issues of 
fact, the jury held in three cases that these words ‘“‘ See Back ” were 
not enough in the circumstances to give the passengers reason- 
able notice of the exception, but that in the fourth case they 
vere sufficient. However, as the judge found these conditions 
exempting the company from liability to be invalid, it is not 
necessary to discuss the various subtle points that were 
takea as to the sufficiency and reasonableness of the notice implied 
in the words “See Back.” 

There remains t' e question, whether the form of the contract 
was “approved” by the Board of Trade within the meaning of 
section 320 (2). Now in construing that section, it is necessary 
t>» bear in mind the presumable intention of the Legislature in 
onacting it. That intention, of course, was to protect passengers, 
especially steerage passengers, against the practice of steamship 
lines, who form a more or less close ring with a common policy, 
of compelling passengers to accept tickets with contracting out 
clauses depriving them of their common law or statutory rights, 
Ancillary to this main object is the minor one of seeing that 
passengers shall fully understand their legal rights by having 
them embodied in a statutory form set out on every contract. 
When, therefore, clause 7 of the statutory form approved by the 
Board says that “A contract ticket shall not contain on the face 
thereof any . . . . exception not conta‘ned in this form,” it can- 
not mean that such exception may appear on the back of the form ! 
The protection of the pa:senger does not depend on the p!ace where 
his rights are printed ; it depends on the existence of such rights. 
If the rights carefully secured to him by the requirement of a 
statutory form approved by the Board could be taken away by 
the simple plan of printing exceptions to them “on the back of 
the ticket,” the statutory form would become quite nugatory. 

But while common-sense requires an interpretation of the 
section and of clause 7 in such a manner as to render invalid 





exceptions on the back, it is not quite so easy to find a good 
legal reason for holding them invalid. Two ingenious reasons 
were suggested in argument, to neither of which Mr. Justice 
BAILHACHE cared to commit himself. One was that the words 
in clause 7, “on the face of the ticket,” do not refer to ‘ face,” 
as distinguished from “back”; they mean “anywhere on the 
ticket.” The other was that the words “See Back” have the 
effect of incorporating into the face of the ticket, where they 
themselves appear, the conditions to which they refer. In either 
case the ticket would contain “on tho face thereof” conditions 
inconsistent with those in the approved form, and so would be 
invalid under section 320 (2). Without committing himself to 
either of those views, the judge held on general grounds that the 
exceptions were not in a “form approved” by the Board of 
Trade, and therefore were not binding on the passengers or their 
representatives. 








| Correspondence. . 
Damages for Breach of Covenants for 
Title. 


(7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,— May I ask for a few lines of your valuable space in which to 
deal with a point raised in your review of my book on “ Damages 
and Compensation ” contained in your issue of the 14th inst.? Your 
reviewer says “there is an interesting section on the breach of 
covenants for title; but we are not sure that the author has 
appreciated the distinction between the measure of damages according 
as the breach sued on is a breach of the covenant for right to convey 
or for quiet enjoyment In the former case, the damage is the loss 
at the time of conveyance; in the latter, it probably includes 
any appreciation in the value of the premises since. Mr. Arnold 
appears to apply this latter measure to breach of the covenant for 
right to convey.” ’ 

I desire to point out that I distinguish between the covenants for 
quiet enjoyment and for right to convey: by stating on p. 51 that “a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment being one of a continuing character, 
it follows that repeated breaches of the covenant give rise to repeated 
causes of action,” and by stating on p. 52 that “a breach of covenant 
for title is of a single and not of a continuing character.” 

As to the measure of damages recoverable for breach of the 
covenant for right to convey, I state on p. 52 that, “according to the 
better opinion, the recoverable value is the value at the date of 
conveyance, together with the capital outlay, if any, ag by the 
piaintiff in improving the property.” In support of the latter proposi 
tion I refer—among others--to the case of Bunny v. Hopkinson 
(1859, 27 Beav. 565). In this case the defendant tried to exclude 
from the measure of damages recoverable for breach of the covenant 
for right to convey the sum expended by the plaintiff in building 
houses on the land which the defendant purported to convey, but 
the Master of the Rolls held that the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover the amount expended subsequently to the date of the con- 
veyance. ; ; " 

On p. 52 I qualify the above statement by saying that “ collateral 
or ‘unearned’ increment accruing between the date of conveyance 
and of dispossession would probably bes irrecoverable,” and in the 
footnote I refer to three cases bearing on the point, though not clearly 
and expressly deciding it. ; ; ag 

The case law on the subject in England is scanty, while in America 
it is conflicting. Fk. O. ARNOLD. 

Palatine Bank Buildings, 

Norfolk-street, Manchester. 
19 June. 

[In Bunny v. Hopkinson, the claim was under both the covenant 
for right to convey and the covenant for quiet enjoyment, and, as 
pointed out by Joyce, J., in Z'wrner v. Moon (1901, 2 Ch. 825), the 
case was decided on the covenants generally, including the latter 
covenant. We doubt whether it is, as Mr. Arnold says, the better 
opinion that the damages recoverable for breach of the covenant for 
right to convey include the value of buildings subsequently erected ; 
but his remark seems to be true as to the covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment, and this was the reason of our criticism. See observations 
under “Current Topics ”—Ep. S./.] 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. Wheler, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said: It is the intention of the 
Government, as already announced, to deal with certain amendments of 
the increment duty in their Revenue Bill. Mr. Wheler: May I ask 
whether the Government propose to pass an amending Act through 
the House of Commons in the present Session? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer : I cannot say that, 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Death Duties.—The Death Duties, comprising Estate, Settle- 
ment Estate, Legacy, Succession and Increment Value Duties, with 
Decided Cases, Forms, and Noteson Practice. By Ropert Dymonp, 
of the Estate Duty Office, Somerset House, Solicitor. Jordan & 
Sons. 10s. net. 

Paterson’s Practical Statutes.—The Practical Statutes 
of the Session 1912-13. Edited by W. De Bracey Hessert, M.A., 
LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox, Law 7'imes Office. 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. — Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, June 2nd, 16th and 23rd, 
1913. Edited by Herman Couen, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 9, Part 3. 
Stevens & Haynes. 3s, net. 

Maritime Law.-—-The Maritime Conventions Act, 1911. With 
an Introduction and Notes. By L. V. Hott. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 1s. net. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


REX v. ROBERTS, Ex-parte BATTERSEA BOROUGH COUNCIL. No, 2. 
16th and 17th June. 


Rates—Poor Ratre—Tenement Hovses—Ratinc or Owners INSTEAD 
or OcCUPIERS—PARLIAMENTARY BorRovuGH—TENEMENT WHOLLY LET 
OUT IN APARTMENTS OR LopGINGS—REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE 
Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 102), s. 7—Poor Rate ASSESSMENT AND 
Coxxiection Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 41), s. 3. 

The owner of a dwelling-house, let out in apartments or lodgings, 
situated in a parish which had become a parliamentary borough subse- 
quently to the year 1867, was rated in respect thereof to the poor rate, 
and was allowed the percentage or abatement allowed to owners of 
hereditaments of not more than the specified rateable values by 
section 3 of the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869. The 
auditor having surcharged the amount allowed the owner from the 
full rate, a rule nisi was obtained for a certiorari to quash the 
surcharge. 

Held, that the surcharge had rightly been made by the auditor, as 
the full amount of the rate should have been collected under section 7 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1867, for the words in that 
section ‘‘ situate in a parish wholly or partly in a borough” applied 
to parishes which were or had become parliamentary boroughs since the 
passing of that Act. 

Rule discharged accordingly. 

Appeal by the defendant, Mr. Carson Roberts, from a judgment of 
a Divisional Court, reported 11 L. G. R. 235; 77 J. P. 69. A rule nisi 
had been obtained by the Battersea Borough Council calling upon Mr. 
Roberts, as the auditor of the accounts of the borough, to show cause 
why a writ of certiorari should not issue directed to him to remove 
into the High Court certain surcharges made by him as such auditor, 
amounting to £2 8s. 10d., specified in his certificate of the 29th of 
March, 1912, as having been disallowed by him in the accounts of the 
said borough for the year ending the 3let of March, 1¥il, on the 
grounds (1) that there was no negligence or misconduct on the part 
of the person surcharged; (2) that the allowance or abatement made 
by the person surcharged wae properly made by the borough council 
under the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869. The Divi- 
sional Court made the rule absolute. By section 7 of the Representa- 
tion of the Act of 1867, where a dwelling-house or tenement is wholly 
let out in apartments or lodgings, not separately rated, the owner 
shall be rated to the poor rate, and there is no provision for any 
reduction. By sections 3 and 4 of the Act of 1869 the owner of cer 
tain small tenements may be rated to the poor rate instead of the 
occupiers, and be allowed a commission or abatement from the amount 
of the rate. The council of the metropolitan borough of Battersea, 
which was not a parliamentary borough when the Act of 1867 was 
passed, rated the owners of two dwelling-houses, which were wholly 
let out in apartments or lodgings, not separately rated, and they 
allowed the owners the commission or abatement provided for by 
section 3 of the Act of 1869. The auditor appealed, and argued the 
appeal himself. He contended that section 7 of the Act of 1867 applied 
to the rating of all boroughs, and was not limited to parliamentary 
boroughs which were boroughs in or before 1867, and because at the 
time of the making of the rate they were wholly let out in apartments 
or lodgings, not separately rated, in 1867, but was equally applicable 
to boroughs which had since that date become parliamentary boroughs 
—as in the case of Battersea. The owner was therefore assessable in 
full, and was not entitled to the percentage or allowance under sec- 
tion 3 of the Act of 1869, and the surcharge had properly been made. 

Tue Courr (Vavenan Wittiams, Buckiey, and Hamitton, L.JJ.) 
held that the words in section 7 of the Act of 1867, ‘‘situate in a 
parish wholly or partly in a borough’’ applies to parishes which had 
from time to time become parliamentary boroughs since the passing 








of that Act, that the rates were assessable in full upon the owner of 
these houses under section 7 (2), because at the time of the making 
of the rate they were wholly let out in apartments or lodgings, not 
separately rated, in 1867. The owner was therefore assessable in full, 
and the surcharge having properly been made, the rule must be dis- 
charged with costs.—Counsgex, for the borough council, Sylvain Mayer. 
Soricrtor, to the borough council, Paul Cauldwell. 
[Reported by Ensxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CLARKE v. CLARKE AND LINDSAY. No. 1. 28th June, 


Divorce—Custopy or CHILp—Ricut or Access or Divorcep Mortner 
Ace or Cxuimp—Discretion or Court—MoruHer Living in 

ADULTERY. 

Although the former rule that a guilty mother who has been divorced 
by her husband cannot be allowed access to the child of the marriage 
against the husband’s wish is no longer the law, the court has a discre- 
tion to permit such access. Where the child was a boy eight years of 
age, about to be sent to school, and the mother was living in adultery 
with the co-respondent, the court refused to order that she should b 
allowe d mcce sar, 

Decision of Sir Samuel Evans, P., reversed. 

Stark v. Stark (1910, P. 190) distinguished. 


Appeal from an order of the President of the Probate and Divorce 
Division, allowing a divorced wife access to her son, aged eight years, 
at intervals of once a month at such times and under such conditions 
as the father, to whom the custody of the child had been given, should 
determine. The facts of the case are fully stated in the judgment 
below. The court allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R. : This is one of those applications which always 
cause anxiety and difficulty. It is settled law that in a case of this 
kind, where there has been a dissolution of marriage by reason of the 
mother’s misconduct, that the old rule that a guilty mother could not 
be allowed access to her child under any circumstances, or could even 
be prevented from having the custody of a daughter, contrary to the 
latter’s wishes, is no longer the law: Handley v. Handley (1891, P. 
124), Stark v. Stark (1910, P. 190). It is the duty of the court to con 
sider all the circumstances of the case, especially the misconduct of 
the mother as a ground for divorce, and her continued adultery. The 
viving of the right of access to the mother, though a matter for the 
discretion of the judge, is plainly appealable. In this case the mar 
riage took place in 1904, and the child was born in May, 1905. In 
October, 1910, the wife left her home, and she is still living in adul 
tery with the co-respondent, who is a married man. The decree absolute 
was pronounced in July, 1911. The husband, when his home was 
broken up by his wife’s desertion, went to live with his grandmother, 
taking the boy with him, and there remained until her death in 1912. 
During that period the mother was allowed to meet the child occa- 
sionally by arrangement, once only, however, at the grandmother's 
house. The husband then took a house for himself, and engaged a 
governess for the child. He proposes, however, to send the boy to 
school, and has now refused to give that access which he has per 
mitted for two years. Upon the application of the mother, the Presi- 
dent has made an order that she shall have access once a month, at 
times and under conditions to be agreed on by the father, but not at 
the school, and from this order the father has appealed. One circum- 
stance which weighs very much with me is the child’s critical age; 
there is a much greater objection to access being allowed now than 
when he js 15 or 16 years old. Although I think, with respect to 
the learned President, that the present order ought to be discharged, 
I do not mean to preclude an application by the mother when the boy 
is older and better able to understand the circumstances. On these 
grounds I think the order should be discharged, but I feel sure that 
in the event of the boy’s illness the father would permit the mother 
to go and see him. 

Kennepy, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect, observing that the 
one thing that really concerned the Court was the interest of the child. 
They could not leave out of consideration the circumstances under 
which the mother was at present living. —CounseL, Montague Shearman, 
K.C., and Grazebrook; Barnard, K.C., and Bayford. Sowicrrors, 
Alfred Jones; Bird &: Bird. 

[Reported by H. Laycrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LORD ASHBURTON v. PAPE AND OTHERS. No. 1. 30th June. 


Practice—INsUNCTION TO ReSTRAIN PRopuCcTION oF DocuMENTS— 
Letrers OBTAINED By COLLUSION wiTH SoLiciror’s CLERK—PUBLICA- 
TION oF Copres—BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDINGS. 

Where a debtor against whom hostile proceedings were pending in 
hankruptcy at the instance of one of his creditors, managed to obtain 
possession of a number of confidential letters written by the creditor 
to the latter’s solicitor, and caused copies of them to be made, the 
court granted an injunction to restrain him and any other person in 
possession of such letters or copies from publishing or making any use 
of such letters or copies for any purpose whatever, and an order to 
deliver up the same to the creditor’ s solicitor. The fact that such 
letters, however obtained, might be admissible in evidence, held 
immaterial. 

Decision of Neville, J., varied. 


Appeal of the plaintiff from an order of Neville, J., granting aD 








injunction, asking that an exception contained in it should be struck 
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out. The facts of the case are fully stated in the judgment of the 
Master of the Rolls. The defendant Pape did not appear, and counsel 
for the other respondents left the question in the hands of the court. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.: This is a curious case, and in some respects 
raises an important question. The action has been brought by Lord 
Ashburton against E. J. Pape and Messrs. Langford & Redfern, his 
solicitors. There are hostile proceedings pending between Lord Ash- 
burton and Pape in the Bankruptcy Court, the latter seeking to obtain 
his discharge, which is opposed by the former, and in their course 
Lord Ashburton wrote a number of letters to Nocton, his solicitor, 
which were confidential communications. These letters were in the 
custody of Nocton’s clerk, Brookes, and upon being served personally 
with the sub-pana duces tecum by Pape to produce the letters, he 
shanded them over to Pape. They were documents, therefore, obtained 
by collusion between Brookes and Pape. That being so, Lord Ashburton 
commenced this action against Pape, asking for an injunction to re- 
strain him from publishing or making any use of these letters, or any 
copies of them. Neville, J., has made an order that Pape should 
hand over to Nocton all the original letters, and that both Pape and 
Brookes should be restrained from publishing any copies of the letters, 
except for the purpose of the pending proceedings in Pape’s bank- 
ruptcy and subject to the order of the Bankruptcy Court. 
tended that this exception is wrong, and I am of opinion that the 
appellant is entitled to succeed. Lamb v. Evans (1893, 1 Ch. 235), 
where Kay, L.J., said ‘‘there are cases where a man, being in the 
employment of another, has surreptitiously copied something 


It is con- | 


to be engaged in any other undertaking, or to have entered into any 
contract for such working or undertaking beyond the limits of .the 
Stannaries) as has heretofore been exercised by the said court, pursuant 
to the 81st section of the Companies Act, 1862, in respect of companies 
engaged in working any mine within and subject to the jurisdiction of 
the said Stannaries. By the Stannaries Court (Abolition) Act, 1896 
(59 & 60 Vict. c. 45), the jurisdiction of the Court of the Vice-Warden 
of the Stannaries was abolished, and its powers transferred to the 
county courts of Cornwall, which now have jurisdiction in these 
matters. Counsel for the plaintiff contended that the jurisdiction of 
the Stannaries Court was not exclusive as regards partnership matters. 
This was only an ordinary partnership action. Section 28 of the 
Stannaries Act, 1887 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 45), was passed for the purpose 
of extending the jurisdiction of the Stannary Courts in company 
matters over companies actually engaged in mining to companies formed 
for the purpose of mining as well. Counsel for the defendant con- 
tended that this partnership was a company within the definition given 
in section 2 of the Stannaries Act, 1887, and it accordingly followed 
that by section 28 of that Act the Stannaries Court, and now thie 
Truro County Court, had exclusive jurisdiction to hear and decide 
this claim for dissolution brought by the plaintiff. 





Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said : In my opinion, the High 


| Court hag no jurisdiction to deal with this case in first instance at all. 


The case clearly comes within the definition of a company in section 2 


| of the Stannaries Act, 1887, and it therefore follows that it is governed 


which | 


came under his hands while he was in the possession of that trust and | 


confidence, and he has been restrained from communicating that secret 
to anybedy else, and anybody who has obtained that secret from him 
has also been restrained from using it.’’ Here, apart from the bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, the plaintiff could have obtained an unqualified in 
junction. If a litigant wants to prove anything by documentary evi- 
dence, he can do so by producing a stolen or otherwise improperly 
obtained document. But here the full subject matter of the action is 
the right to obtain or keep certain documents. There is no reason 
whatever why we should not say to Pape—you shall not produce these 
decuments which you have surreptitiously obtained from Lord Ash- 
The appeal will be allowed. 

who referred to Calcraft v. Guest (1898, 1 Q. B. 


burton’s solicitor. 
Kennepy, L.J., 
759), and Swinren Eapy, L.J., 


| DiivrENDANTS—QUESTION GF 


who said that the respondent’s objec- | 


tion was caused by a confusion between the class of case where a | 


person is restrained from making use of any documents which he has, 
and the other class where it was held that the obtaining of confidential 
documents in an unauthorised way was not an objection to their admis 
sibility in evidence, gave judgment to the same effect.—CounskL, C. FP. 
Jenkins, K.C., and A. @ Beckett Terrell; H. M. Giveen. Soticrrors, 
H. 8S. Knight-Gregson; Langford & Redfern. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barvister-at-Law.] 








High Court—Chancery Division. 


DUNBAR v. HARVEY. Neville, J. 28th May. 

Mines In THE STANNARIES—ACTION FOR DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP— 
JURISDICTION OF THE Hich Court—SrtannaRikzs Act, 1887 (50 & 51 
Vict, c. 43), s. 28—Srannaries Court (ABOLITION) Act, 1896 (59 & 
60 Vicr. c. 45)—Compantes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), 
ss. 2 anp 81. 

An action for dissolution of partnership in mines in the Stannaries 
comes within the jurisdiction given by section 2 of the Stannaries Act, 
1887, to the Stannaries Court, and accordingly it must be brought in 
the proper county court where the action is triable, such county court 
sitting as a Stannaries Court, and having now, by reason of the Stan- 
naries Court (Abolition) Act, 1896, all the jurisdiction given to the 
Stannaries Courts by the Stannaries Act, 1887, and otherwise. 


There were two motions before the court in this matter. The action 
is an action for dissolution of partnership. The plaintiff and the 
defendant were partners in the business of miners in tin and other 
metals in Cornwall, and owned lands there. The partnership was for 
an agreed period of two years certain, which was fixed by a partnership 
deed dated the 3rd of December, 1912. On the 15th of May, i913, by 
reason of disputes having arisen between the partners, the plaintiff 
issued a writ in the High Court asking for dissolution of the partner- 
ship and for other relief. The plaintiff was now moving the court 





for the appointment of a receiver and manager of the partnership | 


business, and the defendant was applying to the court by way of 
cross-motion that the action should be dismissed on the ground that 
there was no jurisdiction in the High Court to wind up a partnership 
subsisting for the working of mines in the Stannaries, which were under 
special jurisdiction of their own, provided for by the Stannaries Act, 
i887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 43). The material sections of the Act are 
sections 2 and 28, as follows :—Section 2.—In this Act the term 
“company ’’ means any person or partnership body, joint stock com- 
pany, company constituted under the Companies Act, 1862, or any 
statutory modification thereof, and whether corporate or unincorporate, 
and whether limited or unlimited, engaged in or formed for working 
mines within the Stannaries. Section 28.—The court of the Vice- 
Warden of the Stannaries shall have the same jurisdiction in the 
winding-up of all companies formed for working mines within the 
Stannaries (unless they are shewn to be then actually working mines, or 





by section 28 of that Act. In my opinion, the Stannaries Court, and 
now the particular county court which is sitting as the Stannaries Court 
in the particular district, has the same jurisdiction as it had previously 
within the meaning of the Companies Act, 1862. 


over companies 
Accordingly, this action must be dismissed with costs.—CouNsEL, 


Owen Thompson; Cyril Hartree. Soxricirors, Nicholls, Herbert, & 
Co., for the plaintiff ; Alfred 7. Pidduck for the defendant. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THORNHILL AND ANOTHER v. WEEKS AND OTHERS. 
Neville, J. 6th June. 
Hicghway—Districr Counci, JOINED As_ Co- 
Ricut oF Way—DeErence Put In BY 
Disrricr Counctn—Ricut or Way NeirHer CLatmMeEeD NOR DENIED BY 
CounciL—Motion to Strike Out Derence As EMBARRASSING—ORD. 
19, nr. 27—Orp. 25, r. 4—Locan Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 
Vict., c. 73), 
Where a rural district council, in accordance with section 26 of the 
Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), resolve to defend an 
action brought against some inhabitants of the district to try a right of 
way, they are entitled by their defence to allege that they neither 
claim nor deny that the public right of way which is claimed by their 
co-defendants in fact exists. Such a pleading on behalf of the 
defendant council, although probably put in with the object of escaping 
liability for costs if the action is decided in favour of the plaintiffs, 1s 
not embarrassing, and does not infringe any rule of pleading. It is not 


PRACTICE—PLEADIN¢ 


s. 26. 





necessary that the council should allege that they claim the right of 
way. 

See Thornhill and Another v. Weeks and Others (57 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL, 477). 

The plaintiffs in this case applied successfully, on the Ist of April 
last, to add the Andover Rural District Council as a defendant to the 
action. They now came to the court on motion to strike out the 
defence of the said council. Thé facts were these. The plaintiff was 
the owner and in possession of an estate, including a mansion house, 
carriage drives, and park. Three of the defendants were inhabitants 
of a neighbouring village, who asserted a public right of way across the 
plaintiff's carriage-drive and park, and had abated an obstruction to 
their alleged right by breaking the locks of the plaintiff’s gates. The 
plaintiff brought this action against the three whhabitants for an injunc 
tion. At a meeting of the Andover Rural District Council it was 
resolved that the council should defend the action, and their clerk was 
instructed to take all necessary steps for the defence. This they did 
under section 26 of the Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. 
c. 73), which provides that it is the duty of every district council to 
protect all public rights of way, and for the purpose of doing so they 
may institute or defend any legal proceedings, and generally take such 
steps as they deem necessary. The plaintiff amended his statement of 
claim, and joined the Andover Rural District Council as a defendant, 
claiming as against them a declaration that there was no public right of 
way over the plaintiff's said carriage-drive and park, and an injunction 
to restrain them from asserting that there was. The Andover Rural 
District Council launched a motion to have the statement of claim 
struck out as against them. But it was held by Swinfen Eady, J., on 
the 1st of April, 1913, that the plaintiff might amend his statement of 
claim by alleging that the defendant council threatened and intended 
to exercise, by their servants and agents, the alleged right of wey 
and the council’s motion was then refused. The council then delivered 
their defence, and in it they neither claimed nor denied that the public 
right of way which was claimed by their co-defendants in fact existed. 
On the 29th of May the plaintiff issued this motion against the 
defendant council to have their defence struck out as embarrassing. 
Counsel for the plaintiff contended that the defence of the Andover 
Urban District Council ought to be struck out, on the ground that it 
was embarrassing, and that it disclosed no reasonable answer to the 
plaintiff’s claim within the meaning of the provisions of ord. 19, r. 27, 
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and ord. 25, r. 4. He said that this defence was ambiguous, and gave 
no proper indication of what attitude the defendant council would 
adopt at the trial. With regard to section 28 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), the council could not defend 
under that section unless they in fact asserted that there was a right 
of way. If they were not prepared to make that allegation, they ought 
not to have come into the action at all. Surely they ought not to be 
allowed to come into the action and oppose the plaintiffs without 
incurring any liability for costs, for that was no doubt what the clever 
framing of their pleading was directed to. Council for the Andover 
Urban District Council argued that their attitude was a perfectly 
proper and reasonable one. They had been added by the court as 
defendants to the action on the application of the plaintiffs. They 
had no intention of asserting that there was a right of way. The 
squabble was a purely private one. They were only fulfilling their 
statutory duty in doing what they had done, and defending in the 
manner in which they had defended. They were not active pro- 
tagonists in the matter at all. The plaintiffs had succeeded in getting 
them added as parties. It would surely not be fair for the court to 
force them to make an allegation which possibly they could not support 
at the trial. 4 

Neve, J., after stating the facts and alluding to the former appli- 
cation made by the plaintiffe to add the Andover Urban District Council 
as defendants, said: I do not think the attitude of the council is 
embarrassing atall. At the trial of the action it will be open to the court, 
in the event of the plaintiffs succeeding, to decide whether, in view of 
the line which the Andover Urban District Council had taken up, they 
ought to be ordered to pay the costs or not. All questions of costs are 
now in the discretion of the court, and the court at the hearing of the 
action will be able to decide how they should be borne. The defendant 
council’s pleading must stand, as I do not think it infringes any rule 
of pleading.—Counsst, A. F. Peterson, K.C., and Whitmore Richard ; 
J. Austin Cartmell. Soxicrrors.—Chepman, Walker, & Sheppard; 
Indermaur & Bown, for V. R. Graham, Andover. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Re STEWART; STEWART v. BOSANQUET. Warrington, J. 6th June. 
Wiutt—Contincent Lecacy—MAtnTeNANCE OF INFANT DURING SUSPENSE 
or VestiInc—Lecacy oN ATTAINING TWENTY-ONE—PARENT AND 

Cump—Ricut to Interest DURING Muinoriry—OrHer FuNps 

PROVIDED. 

A testator left certain specific legacies to his children on their attain- 
ing the age of twenty-one. He also left certain funds to trustees to be 
applied for their benefit. In a certain contingency, which had not 
happened, this trust would determine. 

Held, that so long as this trust was in operation, there was in exist- 
ence a fund other than the contingent legacy, which precluded the 
infant from being entitled to the interest on that legacy as maintenance. 

This was a summons taken out by the trustees under a will to deter- 
mine whether the beneficiaries were entitled to be paid interest on 
certain contingent legacies. The testator, who died in 1907, by his 
will dated the 9th of March, 1903, gave to his elder son if, at the time 
of the testator’s death, he should not be a partner in the testator’s 
business and if he should attain the age of twenty-one, a legacy of 
£15,000. He gave to his younger son, if he should attain the age of 
twenty-one, a legacy of £10,000. He gave to his three daughters 
respectively, of ~< should attain the age of twenty-one or marry, 
legacies of £7,000, £6,000, and £6,000. The testator gave the residue 
of his estate, not otherwise disposed of, to trustees to pay an income 
of £1,000 a year to his widow, and subject thereto to hold upon truet, 
if his elder son should at the date of the testator’s death be a partner 
in the business, for the benefit of all his children, other than the 
elder son, who being sons should attain the age of twenty-one, or who 
being daughters should attain the age of twenty-one or marry; and 
if his elder son should not be a partner, upon trust to pay the income 
or apply the same for the benefit of all the testator’s children in equal 
shares until the elder son should become a partner or attain the age 
of thirty ; and if, when he attained that age, he should not be a partner, 
upon trust for the benefit of all the testator’s children, who being sons 
should attain the age of twenty-one, or who being daughters should 
attain that age or marry; and if the elder son should become a partner 
before he attained the age of thirty, or should die before he attained 
that age without becoming a partner, upon trust for the benefit of all 
the testator’s children, who being sons should attain the age of twenty- 
one, or who being daughters should attain that age or marry. The 
elder son attained the age of twenty-one on the 28th of January, 1913. 
The three daughters attained the age of twenty-one respectively in 
1905, 1907, and 1908. The younger son was an infant, and would not 
attain the age of twenty-one till the 25th of February, 1917. The 
elder son was not a partner in the business. The question to be 
decided was whether the children were entitled to interest on their 
specific legacies during their reepective minorities. 

WarrincTon, J., said that the rule was stated by James, L.J., in 
Re George (5 Ch. D. 837) as follows :—‘‘ The rule of law is well estab- 
lished that a contingent legacy does not carry interest while it is in 
suspense, except in the case of a legacy by a parent or one standing in 
loco parentis to the legatee; and that exception is subject to another 
exception that the rule giving interest to the child does not take effect 
when the testator has provided another fund for his maintenance, 
eo that the income of the legacy is supposed not to be required for 











the purpose.” In the circumstances existing at the testator’s death 
and still existing, the available income of the residuary estate, amount- 
ing to some £2,500 a year, was directed to be applied for the benefit 
of the legatees. In his opinion, so long as that trust was in force, 
there was another fund provided for maintenance within the exception 
stated by James, L.J., and it made no difference that in an event 
which had not yet happened that trust might determine. The four 
elder children therefore were not entitled to any interest during their 
respective minorities, and the younger son was not now entitled to 
interest on his legacy. It was unnecessary now to determine what 
would happen if the elder son were to die, or to become a partner 
during the minority of the younger son or the point which arose in 
Re Moody, Woodroffe v. Moody (1895, 1 Ch. 101), and he expressed 
no opinion upon it. There would be a declaration that the children 
who had attained the age of twenty-one were not entitled to interest 
on their legacies during their respective minorities, and that under the 
present circumetances no interest was payable on the legacy to the 
younger son without prejudice to any question which might arise here- 
after.—CounstL, Methold; Beaumont. Soricrrors, R. 8. Taylor, Son, 
& Humbert. 


[Reported by J. B. C. TREGARTHEN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ke HANBURY’S SETTLED ESTATES. Eve, J. 25th June. 


SetrLep LanpD—Mrninc Lease—Serrinc Asipe Parr or Rent As 
CAPITAL—CONTRARY INTENTION EXPRESSED IN SETTLEMENT—SETTLED 
Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 6, 11, 58. 


A testator gave to his wife all his real and personal property “ abso. 
lutely in full confidence that she will make such use of it as I should 
have made myself,” and he directed that his wife should devise it to 
such of his nieces az she should think fit and in default that it should 
go to the nieces equally. On a summons asking whether the widow 
ought to set aside part of the rent of a mining lease as capital, 

Held, that she was entitled to the whole rent, there being sufficient 
in the will to show a “‘ contrary intention.” 


This was an adjourned summons asking that it might be determined 
whether the applicant was entitled to the whole of the rents, royalties 
and profits payable under any mining lease granted by her under the 
Settled Land Act of minerals forming part of the settled estates, or 
whether any, and, if so, what part of such rent ought to be set apart 
as capital money under the Act. By his will made in 1893 the testator, 
who died in 1903, gave to his wife the whole of his real and personal 
estate ‘‘absolutely in full confidence that she will make such use of 
it as I should have made myself, and that at her death she will devise 
it to such one or more of my nieces as she may think fit, and in default 
of any disposition by her thereof by her will or testament I hereby 
direct that all my estate and property acquired by her under this my 
will shall at her death be equally divided among the surviving said 
nieces.’’ The Settled Land Act, 1882, section 11, provides as lieu 
‘*Under a mining lease, whether the mines or minerals leased are 
already opened or in work or not, unless a contrary intention is ex- 
pressed in the settlement, there shall be from time to time set aside 
as capital money arising under the Act part of the rent as follows, 
namely, where the tenant for life is impeachable for waste in respect 
of minerals three-fourth parts of the rent and otherwise one-fourth 
part thereof, and in every such case the residue of the rent shall go 
as rents and profits.’’ 

Eve, J.: Under the will in question the applicant is tenant in fee 
with an executory gift over, aa she has issued this summons to have 
it determined wees she is entitled to the whole of the rents and 
profits payable under any mining lease made under the Settled Land 
Act or whether any, and, if so, what part ought to be set apart as 
capital money under the Act. By the combined effect of paragraph 2 
of sub-section 1 of section 58 and section 6 of the Settled Land Act, 
1882, the applicant is entitled to grant mining leases, and by section 
58 a person in the position of the applicant is subject to the same 
conditions as a tenant for life—that is, to the condition contained in 
section 11. The Act, however, does not impose the condition in every 
case, since section 11 does not apply where a contrary intention is ex 
pressed in the settlement. It is argued in the first place that the 
quality or nature of the applicant’s estate is in itself the expression 
of a contrary intention; it is said that a condition as to rents and 
profits is repugnant to a tenancy in fee, and therefore such an estate 
is unaffected by section 11 of the Act. If that argument is to prevail 
it must apply to all cases in which the estate is similar to that of the 
applicant, and it would be necessary to read into section 58 a qualifica- 
tion not to be found there. I do not think that that argument is well 
founded, and I am therefore of opinion that the quality of the applicant's 
estate is not in itself an expression of a contrary intention. Then it 
is said that even so there is sufficient in the will to show a contrary 
intention. But before dealing with that argument I will first dispose 
of the contention that if there be no contrary intention and section 11 
applies, then the applicant is a tenant for life impeachable for waste 
and therefore three-fourths of the rents ought to be set aside as capital 
money under the Act. But I am content to shelter myself under the 
judgment of Lord Campbell in 7’'urner v. Wright (2 De G. F. & J. 234). 
It is said that that is a mere dictum, and in a sense it is, but it is a 
strong and confident expression of opinion. This is not a simple case of 
a tenant in fee with an executory gift over. The testator did not 
intend the applicant to be impeachable for waste. He gave her the 
property in full confidence that she would make such use of it as he 
would have made himself, which means that she was to manage it a8 
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be would have managed it, that the timber which was ready to fell 
and the mines which were ready to work should be duly felled and 
worked. Nor does it stop there, for she has the power to dispose of 
the property by will to the testator’s nieces. That brings it very near 
to Wright v. Atkyns (17 Ves. 255). In my opinion, therefore, the appli- 
cant is not impeachable for waste. Then comes the question whether 
there is sufficient in the terms of the will to show a contrary intention. 
The cases of Re Duke of Newcastle’s Estates (24 Ch. D. 129) and Re 
Bagot (1894 1 Ch. 177, 184) show how little is sufficient to prove a 
contrary intention. What is the position of the applicant here? She 
is entitled to use her discretion as to what mines shall be worked. 
Would it not be imposing a condition repugnant to and inconsistent 
with the applicant’s estate to impose upon her the condition contained 
in section 11? The testator directed that she should enjoy the estate 
as absolute owner subject only to this, that she should not dispose of 
it except by will to the testator’s nieces, and subject to her not com- 
mitting equitable waste. But otherwise there is no restriction on her 
enjoyment of the whole of the rents and royalties. I am of opinion, 
therefore, that the will as a whole shows a sufficient contrary intention, 
and that the applicant is entitled to the whole of the rents and royal- 
ties.—Counset, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Austin-Cartmell ; Clayton, 
K.C., and Whinney; Cotton. Soticrrors, Patersons, Snow, & Co.; 
Wolker, Martineau, & Co. 
[Reported by 8. E. Wi1t1ms, Barrister-at-Law._ 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 


RvLes OF THE SuPREME COURT. 
PAYMENT INTO COURT. 
Orver XXII. 


1, Where any action is brought to recover a debt or damages or in 
an Admiralty action, any defendant may, before or at the time of 
delivering his defence, or at any later time by leave of the court or 
a judge, pay into court a sum of money by way of satisfaction, which 
shall & taken to admit the claim or cause of action in respect of which 
the payment is made; or he may, with a defence denying liability (ex- 
cept in actions or counterclaims for libel or slander), pay money into 
court which shall be subject to the provisions of Rule Provided 
that in an action on a bond under the Statute 8 and 9 Will. III., c. 11, 
payment into court shall be admissible to particular breaches only and 
not to the whole action. 

2. Payment into court shall be signified in the defence, and the 
claim or cause of action in satisfaction of which such payment is made 
shall be specified therein. 


3. With the defence setting up a tender before action, the sum of 
money alleged to have been tendered must be brought into court. 


4. If the defendant pays money into court before delivering his 
defence he shall serve upon the plaintiff a notice specifying both the 
fact that he has paid in such money, and also the claim or cause of 
action in respect of which such payment has been made. Such notice 
shall be in the Form No. 3 in Appendix B, with such variations as 
circumstances may require. 

5. In the following cases of payment into court under this Order, 
viz. :-— 

(a) Wher payment into court is made before delivery of defence ; 
(b) When the liability of the defendant, in respect of the claim 
or cause of action in satisfaction of which the payment into court 
is made, is not denied in the defence ; . 
(c) When payment into court is made with a defence setting up 
a tender of the sum paid, 
the money paid into court shall be paid out to the plaintiff on his 
request, or to his solicitor on the plaintiff's written authority, unless 
the court or a judge shall otherwise order. 


6. When the liability of the defendant, in respect of the claim or 
-cause of action in satisfaction of which the payment into court has been 
made, is denied in the defence the following Rules shall apply :— 


(a) The plaintiff may within the time limited in Rule 7 accept, 
in satisfaction of the claim or cause of action in respect of which 
the payment into court has been made, the sum so paid in, in 
which case he shall be entitled to have the money paid out to him 
as hereinafter provided, notwithstanding the defendant’s denial of 
liability, whereupon all further proceedings in respect of such 
claim, or cause of action, except as to costs, shall be stayed, or 
the plaintiff may refuse to accept the money in satisfaction and 
reply accordingly, in which case the money shall remain in court 
subject to the provisions hereinafter mentioned. 

(b) If the plaintiff accepts the money so paid in he shall after 
service of such notice in the Form No. 4 in Appendix B as is in 
Rule 7 mentioned, or after delivery of a reply accepting the money, 
be entitled to have the money paid out to himself on request or 
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to his solicitor on the plaintiff’s written authority unless the court 
or a judge shall otherwise order. 

(c) If the plaintiff does not accept in satisfaction of the claim 
or cause of action in respect of which the payment into court has 
been made, the sum so paid in, but proceeds with the action 
in respect of such claim or cause of action or any part 
thereof, the money shall remain in court and be _ subject 
to the order of the court or a judge and shall not be paid out of 
court except in pursuance of an order. Such order may be made at 
any time before or at or after the trial of the action. If the 
plaintiff proceeds with the action in respect of such claim or cause 
of action or any part thereof and recovers less than the amount 
paid into court the amount paid in shall, subject to the set off of 
costs hereinafter provided for, be applied, so far as is necessary, 
in satisfaction of the plaintiff’s claim, and of any costs awarded 
to the plaintiff, and the balance (if any) shall under such order be 
repaid or credited to the defendant. i the defendant succeeds in 
respect of such claim or cause of action the whole amount shall 
under such order be repaid or credited to him. 


The order for payment out of the money so in court shall not, except 
on special grounds, be made until after the taxation of the costs of the 
action, and the money shall then be paid out to the party or parties 
entitled after setting off damages and the costs allowed to either party 
and after proper credits have been given for all sums recovered by or 
ordered to be paid to either of the parties in the action or counter- 
claim if any. A plaintiff who does not accept money paid into court 
with a denial of liability, but proceeds to trial and does not recover 
more than the sum paid into court, shall not be allowed his costs of 
the issues as to liability unless the judge is satisfied that there were 
reasonable grounds for not accepting the sum paid in. 


7. The plaintiff, when payment into covrt is made before deliver 
of defence, = within seven days after the receipt of notice of pot | 
payment, or when such payment is first signified in a defence, may, 
before reply, or where no reply is ordered, within ten days from 
delivery of defence or the last of the defences, accept in satisfaction 
of the claim or cause of action in respect of which such payment has 
been made the sum so paid in, in which case he shall give notice to 
the defendant in the Form No. 4 in Appendix B, and shall be at liberty, 
in case the entire claim or cause of action is thereby satisfied, to tax 
his costs after the expiration of four days from the service of such 
notice, unless the court or a judge shall otherwise order, and in case 
of non-payment of the costs within forty-eight hours after such taxa- 
tion to sign judgment for his costs so taxed. 


8. Where money is paid into court in two or more actions which are 
consolidated, and the plaintiff proceeds to trial in one, and fails, the 
money paid in and the costs in all the actions shall be dealt with under 
this Order in the same manner as in the action tried. 


8a. When in an action agafnst two or more defendants money is 
paid into court by one or some but not all of them in respect of a 
cause of action for which the defendants are sued jointly and the 
plaintiff accepts the sum so paid in he shall in addition to giving the 
notice in the Form 4 in Appendix B, give notice to the other defend- 
ants of his having accepted the money so paid in, and thereupon all 
further proceedings in respect of the joint cause of action, except as 
to costs, shall be stayed and the court or judge may upon application by 
any party make such order as may appear to be just as to the costs 
of the plaintiff and of the defendants (other than the defendant or 
defendants who has made the payment into court) incurred in respect 
of the cause of action satisfied by such payment. If the plaintiff does 
not accept the money so paid in by one of two or more defendants in 
respect of a joint cause of action, but proceeds to trial and recovers 
less than the amount paid into court, the court or judge may make 
such order as may appear to be just in respect of the costs of the 
joint cause of action as between the plaintiff and the defendants other 
than the defendant or defendants who has or have made the payment. 

9. A plaintiff or any person made defendant to a counterclaim may, 
in answer to a counterclaim, pay money into court in satisfaction 
thereof, subject to the like conditions as to costs and otherwise as 
upon payment into court by a defendant. 


10. Where money is paid into court in the King’s Bench Division 
under the certificate of a master or associate, such payment must be 
expressly authorised in such certificate. 


11. Money paid into court under an order of the court or a judge 
or certificate of a master or associate shall not be paid out of court 
except in pursuance of an order of the court or a judge. Provided 
that, where, before the delivery of defence, money has been paid into 
court by the defendant pursuant to an order under the provisions of 
Order XIV, he may (unless the court or a judge shall otherwise —— 
by his pleading appropriate the whole or any part of such money, an 
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any additional payment if necessary, to the whole or any specified por- 
tion of the plaintiff's claim, or if he pleads a tender may appropriate 
the whole or any part of the money in court as payment into court of 
the money alleged to have been tendered; and the money so appro- 
priated shall thereupon be deemed to be money paid into court pursuant 
to the preceding Rules of this Order relating to money paid into court 
or money paid into court with a plea of tender as the case may be, and 
shall be subject in all respects thereto. 


Orpver XXXIX. 


Rules 1 to 8 (both inclusive) of Order XXXIX of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883, a hereby repealed, and the following Rules 


shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. : 


New Trial. 


1. Application for New Trial to be made to Court of Appeal.—Every 
application for a new trial or to set aside a verdict, finding, or judg- 
ment where there has been a trial with or without a jury shall be made 
to the Court of Appea 

2. On hearing of Application Court of Appeal to have Same Powers 
as upon hearing of an Appeal.—Every such application shall be brought 
before the Court of Appeal in like manner as an Appeal, and on the 
hearing of such application the Court of Appeal shall have all such 
powers as are exercisable by it upon the hearing of an appeal. 

3. Mode of Application for New Trial, &ce.—Every such application 
shall be made by notice of motion. The notice of motion shall state 
whether the whole or part only, and if part only what part, of the 
verdict, finding, or judgment is complained of, and when there has 
been a trial with a jury shall also state the grounds of the application, 
but where there has been a trial without a jury it shall not be neces 
sary in the notice of motion to ask specifically for a new trial or to 
state the grounds of the application. 

4. Time for Service of Notice of Motion.—The notice of motion 
shall be a fourteen days’ notite, and shall be served within six weeks 
after the trial, or where the trial has been adjourned for further con 
sideration, within six weeks after judgment has been given on such 
further consideration. 

5. Amendment of Notice of Motion.—The notice of motion may be 
amended at any time in such manner and upon such terms as the Court 
of Appeal shall think fit 

6. New Trial not to be granted on Ground of Misdirection, &c., 
unless Substantial Wrong or Miscarriage thereby occasioned.—A new 
trial shall not be granted on the ground of misdirection or of the im 
proper admission or rejection of evidence, or because the verdict of 
the jury was not taken upon a question which the judge at the trial 
was not asked to leave to them, unless in the opinion of the Court of 
Appeal some substantial wrong or miscarriage has been thereby occa- 
sioned; and if it appears to the Court of Appeal that such wrong or 
miscarriage affects part only of the matter in controversy or some or 
one only of the parties, the Court of Appeal may give final judgment 
as to part thereof or as to some or one only of the parties and direct 
a new trial as to the other part only or as to the other party or parties. 

7. New Trial may be ordered on any one question.—A new trial may 
be ordered on any question without interfering with the finding or 
decision upon any other question. 

8. New Trial not to be granted on Wrong Rulings as to Stamps.—A 
new trial shall not be granted by reason of the ruling of any judge 
that the stamp upon any document is sufficient, or that the document 
does not require a stamp. 


Orpver LVIII. 


Order LVIII, Rule 15, shall be read as if instead of the words 
‘“‘three months ’’ the words ‘‘ six weeks unless the court or a judge, at 
the time of making the Order or at any time subsequently, or the Court 
of Appeal shall enlarge the time,’’ were inserted. 


Societies. 


The Council of Law Reporting. 


The hon. society of the Middle Temple have appointed Mr. William 
Frederick Hamilton, K.C., of 4, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s Inn, one of 
their representatives on the Incorporated Council of Law Reporting for 
England and Wales, in the place of Mr. Justice Astbury, resigned. 


The Bar Council. 


Mr. John Sankey, K.C., and Mr. E. W. Hansell have been appointed 
members of the Bar Council in the place of Mr. W. English Harrison, 
K.C., and Mr. J. C. Priestley, K.C., resigned. 


The New Land Taxes. 


‘*Site Value’’ of Grass Land. 


An important decision, says the 7'imes, has just been given by the 
Official Referee, Mr. J. Gould Drew, in the case of Dame Emily F. 
Smyth v. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue. The case is known 
as the Norton Malreward case. Lady Smyth appealed against the pro- 
visional valuation made on her model farm, near Chelwood, in Somerset, 
by the official valuer under the Finance Act of 1910. The appeal was 
against practically all the values. The two points of importance are, 
first, that the Government have hitherto valued agricultural land on 
the basis that the value of the tenant right, consisting of cultivations, 
unexhausted manurial and other improvements, was not included in the 
total value. Secondly, that in going through the divesting process 
directed by the Act to ascertain full site value, the value attributable 
to grass was not a subject to be divested. The referee has held 
against the practice ofthe Government valuers on both points. He 
held that total value should include the value ef tenant right, and 
that the value attributable to grass was to be deducted in arriving at 
full site value. If the courts uphold this decision it means that prac- 
tically every valuation of agricultural land in the country has been 
made on a wrong basis. ‘ 

The following is the text of the decision :— 


FINANCE (1909-10) ACT, 1910. 


Dame Emity F. SmytH anp THe ComMISSIONERS or INLAND REVENUE. 
Somerset. Chelwood. No. 514 


The decision on the appeal in respect of which the annexed notice 
of appeal has been ziven is :— 

(1) That the gross value should be £11,935. 

(2) That the total value should be £11,819. In this sum I have 
included the tenant’s interest in the unexhausted manures and tillages, 
and if I had not done so the gross and total values would each have 
been decreased by £300. 

(3) That the full site value should be £4,625. In arriving at this 
figure I have considered the farm as divested of (a) the grass, and (b 
the road from Norton Green to the house and buildings, but I have 
not considered (c) the 490 yards of masonry and dry stone walls nor 
(d) the works of water supply not admitted by the respondents to be 
divested. If I had not considered (a) the grass and (b) the road as 
divested, the above figure of £4,625 would have been increased by 
£1,332. If I had considered (c) the walls and (d) the works of water 
supply not admitted by the respondents to be divested, the above 
figure of £4,625 would have been decreased by £510. 

(4) That the assessable site value should be £4,143, and in arriving 
at that figure I have not made a deduction under section 25 (4) (b) in 
respect of any part of the total value attributable to the expenditure 
upon agricultural drains and works of water supply not admitted by 





A NEW DEPARTURE IN FIDELI 


The form of Policy now issued by the ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE is up to} 
date in every respect, and offers MANY ENTIRELY NEW AND ATIRACTIVE 

ANTAGES. ; ’ 

a to clauses hitherto appearing in all Fidelity Policies have been omitted, and 
the Policy is free from all conditions likely to lead to misunderstanding or dispute. 

All Fraud or Dishonesty committed during the currency of the Policy is covered 
WHETHER DISCOVERED BEFORE OR AFIER THE POLICY CEASES TO 
-_ - tomy liable t th sts of an unsuccessful prosecution 

The Insured is not liable to pay the co ) iccessful cution. - 

These extended benefits have been granted WITHOUT ANY ADV ANCE IN THE 
PREMIUMS, which have always compared favourably with those charged by other 


first-class Offices. 





TY GUARANTEE INSURANGE. 


LEGAL AND GOVERNMENT BONDS. 

The Corporation is empowered to grant Bonds to all Departments of HI5 
MAJESTY's GOVERNMENT, the BANKRUPTCY COURTS, and the COURTS OF 
JUSTICE. 

CONTINGENCY INSURANCE. 

Bonds of Indemnity are also issued in connection with MISSING DOQUMENTS, 
DEFECTIVE TITLES, and many other CONTINGENCiE3. 

Bonds are issued with the NECESSARY PROMPTITUDE, and minimum terms are 
quoted te SOLICITORS, who are invited to communicate with the Corporation at the 
Head Office or any of the Branch Offices. 








ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


(Incorporated by Royal Charter, A.D. 1720.) 


FIRE — LIFE — SEA — ANNUITIES —- EMPLOYERS LIABILITY— PERSONAL ACCIDENT —BURGLARY—FIDELITY GUARANTEE — 
PLATE GLASS-MOTOR CAR-—BOILER-—LIFT AND MACHINERY-—TRUSTEE AND EXECUTORS OF WILLS. 


Total Assets exceed £6,500,000. 


Total Claims Paid exceed £50,000,000. 


HEAD OFFIce: Royal Exchange, London, E.C. 
West Exp BRANCH: 44, Pall Mall, 8.W. 


LAW CouRTs Brancon: 29 and 80, High Holborn, W.C. 
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the respondents to be divested, but I have made a deduction of £66 
under section 25 (4) (d) in respect of the grass laid down by the tenant 
and a deduction of £300 in respect of unexhausted manure and tillages 
as parts of the total value attributable to matters which are personal 
to the owner, occupier, or other person interested for the time being 
in the land. 
J. Goutp Drew, Referee. 
15, Queen-st., Exeter, June 28. 





Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions. 


Owing to ill-health, Mr. A. C. Lewis retired from the firm of Messrs. 
C. & 8. Harrison & Co., of Vernon House, Sicilian-avenue, Bloomsbury 
square, W.C., on the 3th of June, and the business will as from that 





date be carried on by the remaining partners, William Sidney Harri- 
son, Charles Frederick Pollock, and Godfrey Denis Harrison, under the 
style of Harrison, Pollock & Harrison. 


Mr. THomAs CHALLEN GREENFIELD, of No. 11, Ironmonger-lane, Lon 
don, and Sutton, the senior member of the firm of Lindsay, Greenfield, 
& Masons, solicitors, retired on the 30th of June, 1913, from that firm 
and from practice, and his late partners, Messrs. Henry Mason and 
Herbert Mason, will continue the business at No. 11, lronmonger-lane, 
under the same style as heretofore. 


LeonaRD BroapBent and Crosstey St. JOHN BROADBENT, solicitors, 
Blackburn and Darwen. June 25. The portion of the practice hitherto 
carried on at Number 38, Richmond-terrace, Blackburn, will in future 
be continued at that address by the said Leonard Broadbent, on his 
own account, and the portion of such practice hitherto carried on at 
Number 19, Railway-road, Darwen, will in future be carried on at the 
last mentioned address by the said Crossley St. John Broadbent, on his 
own account, 





Information Required. 
JOHN HICKMAN (deccased).—To solicitors and others.—Any 





person having the custédy of, or who can give any information as to, a 
‘will’? or other documents of the late ‘‘ (Isaac)’’ or John Hickman, 
of No. 1, Farquhar-road, Upper Norwood, whe died on the 12th of 
June, 1913, is requested to communicate with F. Stuart Clark, 85, 
Gresham-street, London, E.C., Solicitor. 





General. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Fitzroy asked the 
Chancellor of the Fx: hequer whether, in view of his statement that 
the 353,473 cases awaiting occasional valuations would be disposed of 
by April, 1915, he ws aware that until an assessment had been made 
in respect of each of tiese cases the liability for duty remained, affected 
the disposal of the purchase money, and left both parties to the 
transaction in a state of uncertainty as to their position; and, if 
so, what action he proposed to take to remedy this grievance. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer: The majority of the cases 
referred to consist either of sales, im which the purchase money would 
normally remain in the hands of the vendor, and its disposal would be 
little affected by the exact amount of the duty, or of leases, where 
no purchase money would be paid. The transferee or lessee is not 
affected, as the duty, if any, is in no circumstances payable by him. 


In all cases it is sought to intimate the amount of duty payable as 
early as possible, due regard being had to cases of special urgency. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Royds asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in view of the fact that his 
estimated receipts from land values duties for the current year, after 
deducting arrears of undeveloped land duty, were only £205,000, of 
which sum £100,000, or nearly one-half, represented reversion duty, 
which was collected and assessed without reference to the site or other 
values now being ascertained under the national land valuation, he 
would consider the advisability of not incurring further an annual 
expenditure of £680,000 on the national land valuation to collect 
£105,000.—The capitai sum expended on a national valuation cannot 
be regarded as an annual expenditure. 

Lord Donoughmore, Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords, considered on Tuesday, as an unopposed measure, a Bill “ to 
authorize the sale of personal chattels bequeathed by the will of the 
late Dame Elizabeth Ann Gomm as heirlooms.’’ Mr. Sedgwick, of 
Messrs. Rees & Freres, Parliamentary agents, who presented the Bill, 
stated that the heirlooms bequeathed by Lady Gomm, who died in 
1877, consisted of pictures. ‘The life interest was vested in the tenth 
Marquess of Lothian, who was at present confined in an asylum in 


| Edinburgh. The pictures were stored in a pantechnicon in London, 


where they had been for twelve years, and it was feared that they 
would deteriorate if they were allowd to remain longer in store. The 
schedule enumerates forty-nine pictures, which include works by 
Reynolds, Romney, Teniers, Van der Velde, Sir Francis Grant, 
P.R.A., Canaletto, Reubens, and Van der Neer. Lord Donoughmore 
passed the Bill, and ordered it to be reported to the House for third 
reading. The consideration of tha Conyngham Heirlooms Bill was 
afterwards resumed by Lord Donoughmore, who had the assistance of 
Lord Desart and Lord Parker, one of the Lords of Appeal. The 
object of the Bill is to sanction the sale of two family portraits by Sir 
Thomas Lawrence for £40,000, and it was ordered to be reported for 
third reading. 

In the House of Commons, on the 25th ult., Mr. James Hogge asked 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether his attention 
had been drawn 10 the action of magistrates in connection with charges 
under the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1912, in declaring the pro- 
ceedings a secret inquiry, and in admitting the Press as a concession 
on their agreeing to suppress the names of the accused; and, if so, 
whether he would consider the desirability of introducing legislation 
to prevent white slave traffic cases being conducted as secret inquiries. 
Mr. McKenna: Magistrates are authorised by section 19 of the Indict- 
able Offences Act, 1848, to exclude the public from the preliminary 
hearing of indictable cases, and I understand that they avail them- 
selves of this power in cases where the facts to be disclosed are of a 
grossly obscene character. In the case to which my hon. friend refers 
the magistrate took this course, but, in his discretion, allowed repre- 
sentatives of the Press to be present, and trusted to their honour not to 
publish the names of persons where it would have been contrary to the 
interests of justice to do so. The practice adopted by the magistrates 
in such cases appears to me justified by considerations of decency and 
morality, and I see no reason for interfering with it. 


The Royal Commission on Public Records sat on the 26th ult. at 
Scotland House, Westminster, under the presidency of Sir F. Pollock. 
Mr. A. B. Pilling, clerk of the Metropolitan Water Board, said the 
Board had records of the whole of the old water companies of London. 
A good many of the early records of the New River Company were 
lost in the fire which occurred at the offices of the company in 1768. 
They had a number of papers rescued from the fire, but they were more 
or less charred. They hoped at some time to have them specially 
treated, in order to restore them. They had the minutes of the 
Chelsea Water Company from 1726 to 1904. Mr. E. W. Horton, 
librarian of the Office of Works, said the papers in their possession 
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Valuers, Rating Surveyors and Auctioneers, 
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included the historical records of the public buildings and monuments 
which came under their general control. There would be no difficulty 
in students seeing the archives, but the only application they had had 
came from Yale University. Mr. H. C. Houndle, principal clerk to 
the Local Government Board, said that all the papers of the old Poor 
Law Board were in their possession, extending back to 1834. Many of 
these papers might become of considerable historical value. They had 
ample accommodation, and they would be pleased to give facilities to 
students. Mr. J. L. Le B. Hammond, secretary and registrar of the 
Civil Service Commission, said that the documents in possession of the 
Commission only went back to 1855. With regard to appointments to 
the Record Office, the Commission thought it was better to take a man 
on his general education, and to train him afterwards, than to appoint 
him on a strictly technical training. If they had a centralised system 
of archives, with an efficient staff all over the kingdom, that would 
alter the situation. 








Wittsuire VAte Farms.—On the 9th and 10th of July, at Chippen 
ham, Messrs. Nicholas will sell by auction, with early possession, the 
whole of the Dauntsey estate of some 5,220 acres, lying in that rich, 
well-timbered vale stretching from Dauntsey on the south to Brink- 
worth and Somerford and Christian Malford on the north and west. 
Some of the houses are particularly interesting, being of Queen Anne 
and earlier architecture, with creeper-clad walls and mullioned windows 
and stone-tiled roofs, and would ferm ideal residences for hunting men. 
The small purchaser and the artist are also being catered for in the forth- 
coming auction, there being some forty or fifty pretty old-fashioned 
cottages in separate lots, each with large and prolific gardens and some 
also with paddocks as well. 








The East Surrey Water Company give notice to sell by tender about 
seven hundred Ordinary shares of £10 each of the company. Tenders 
will be received up to 12 o’clock noon on Friday, the 25th of July. 








Messrs. Charles Barker and Sons are removing their offices to White 


Lion-court. Cornhill, E.C., on the 7th inst., after being for over sixty 
years in Birchin-Iane. 





Why Pay Rent! Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scortisn Temperance Lire Assunance Co. (Limitep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 


Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. 'Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov Keotsreass tx ATTENDANCE oF 


Emererxcr Arrzat Covat Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. I, Joros. Waratreroy. 


pldschmidt Mr Greawell Mr Rloxanu Mr Uharch 
Borrer Bloxam Jolly Farmer 
Leach Jolly Ryngea Goldschmidt 
Charch Borrer Farmer Leach 
Synge Goldschmidt Charch Borrer 
Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Greswell 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Nevitis. vs. SaRQGant. ASTBURY, 

Monday July Mr Borrer Mr Jolly Mr Leach Mr Farmer 
Tuesday .. Leach Greswell G ldschmidt Synge 
Wednesday... Greswell Borrer Charch Bloxan 
Thursdsy..... Jolly Synge Greswell Goldschmidt 
Friday ......... Bloxam Farmer Joily Lech 
Satarday ...... Synge Bloxam Borrer Charca 


Date. Mr. Justice 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Jaly 7.—Meeers. Dow, Somaw, & Coverpats, at the Mari, at 2: Freehold Grousd 
Rents (see advertisement, page iii. June 21). 
July 7.—Mr. J. Texvonr, at the Mart, at 3; Freehold Building Site and Freehold and 
Copyhold Estate (see advertisement, psge iii, June 2!) 
aly 8.—Mesers. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart: Residences (see advertisement, bick 


. Jane 28). 

; ly 8.—Mesers, Denexgam, Tawsox, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises, 
Freehold Ground Rents, Residences, Building, and Residential Estates (see adver- 
tisement, ii., May 31). 

July 9.— Messrs. Eowie Fox, Bovertztp, Borwerrs, & Bavpsiey, at the Mart: 
Freehold Builc ing Land (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 9, 10.—Mesers. Nicnoras, at Chippenham: The Daanteey Dairy Farms (see 
advertisement, page 597, June 14). 

July 10.—Mesers. Brxoart, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Ground Rent (see advertise- 
ment, page iii, this week) 

July 10.—Meears. Stimson & Sons, at the Mari, at 2; Freehold Ground Reuts, &, 
(nee advertisement, page 654, this week). 

July 11,—Mesers. Kine & Cuasamons, at Steyning, at 2: Freehold Estate (see 
adver. isement, page ii, this week). 

Juiy 11.—Mesers. Extis & Som, at tLe Mart, at 3: Freebold and Leagehold Proper- 
ties (see advertisement, page iii, June 28). 





July 15.—Meesrs. Farxsroruer, Ectis & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Resi- 


dences (see advertisement, back p' June 25). 

July 15.—Mesers. Tavreoop & tre, at Guildford, at 3: Country House and 
Land (see advertisement, psge iii, Jane 28). 

July 15.—Messrs. WeaTHerstt & Garey, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold Ground Rent 
(see advertisement, page ii, this week). 

July 15.—Messrs. Hampton & Sows, at the Mart: Freehold Estate (see advertise. 
ment, page iii this week). ahs ; 

July 21.—Mr Ww. Hovesrom, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building Site (eee adver. 
tise nent, page iii, Jane 21). 

July 22.—Messrs. Desewnam, Tswsow & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property 
(see advertisement, page iii, June 28). 

July 23, 29, 30, 31.—Mesere. Humeeer & Furr, at the Mart: Fresholl Estates 
an‘ prop3' ties (see adveriise nent, front page, May 31), 

Jaly 23 —Messrs. Tavrcoop & Martin, at the Mart, at 2; Freeho'd Town House 
(seo advertisement, page 654, this weak), 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep rm Omanorry. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Juve 27. 


ALLIANCE STEEL AND IRON WORKS, LTD.-—-Petn for winding-up, presented June 21, 
directed to be heard July 8. W. B. Glasier, 47, Essex st, Strand, solor for the petur, 
Notice of appearing|must reach the above naned, not later than six o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 7. 

ANGLO-CANADIAN LANTS, LTD,—Pe‘n for win'ing-up, presented June 26, directed to 
be heard July 8. Sl ughter @& May, 18, Austin Friars, s lors for the petnrs. Notice 
¢ eens must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon 
of July 7. 

Brown & Pars ns, Lrp.—C e.litors :re required, on or before July 24, to send ther 
names and a !dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Cherles Thomas 
A; pl. by, 26, Corpora ion et, Birmingham, liqui /ator. 

CRAIGNAIR STEAMSHIP, Co., LTD.—Creditors »re required, on or before July 14, to send 
their names and address s, and full particulars of their debts or cl iims, to David Jones, 
28, Brunswick st, Liverpool, liquid..tor. 

District ELECTRIC Co., LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 31, tosend in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John William Hinks, 115,Colmore row, Biemingham. Restall & Co, Bur 
mingham, solors for the liquidator. 

WoLpeate & SMALL, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented June 19, directed to b> 
heard at the Town Hall, Stoke on Trent, July 9. Wain & Harris, Moor House. 
Burs! m, agents for Culey & Co!ey, Birmingham, solors for the peturs. Notice 
~ appearing must reach the above named not later than s x o’c'ock in the afternoon of 
July 8. 

Hopkinson & Co. Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented June 23, dire*ted to be 
head July 8. Forbes & Son, 19, Mark In; agents for Leak & Pra't, Manchester, 
solors for the peinrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 
than six o’clock in the afternoon of July 7. 

J. MILLER & Sons, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug &, to send their 
names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claim:, to John H nry 
Tatterral!, 108, O.d Christchurch rd, | ournemout>, liquidator. 

LACaE Moror Car Co, Ltpo.—Petn for winding-up, directed to be heard June °4, will 
be heard July 8. Griffith & Gardiner, 10, St. Swithin’s In ; ageits for Maddocks & 
Co, Coventry. peturs’ solors. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not 
later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Julv 7. 

LLEYN AND ELIFIONYDD PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SocrETY—Petn for winding-up, 
presented June 23, directed to be heard July & Clifton, 4, New ct, Lincoln’s inn, 
azent for Owen & Gevrge, Pwilheli, solor for the petars. Notice of appearing must 
reach Mr. Clifton nut later than six o'clock in the afternoon of July 7. 

NEW IMPERIAL CYCLE Co, .?D.—Creditors are r quired, on or before July 14, to 
send their names and addre ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
a Thomas Appleby & Percy Booth Timings, 26, Corporation st, Birmingam, 

Aquida’ ors. 

NORTH GLAMORGAN, MBRTHYR TYDFIL, DOWLAIS AND DISTRICT PERMANENT MONEY 
Soc ETY.—Petn for winding-up, presented June 19, directed to be heard at the 
Court House, Town Hal', Meithyr Tydfil, July 16. Simons, Bank chmbrs, Merthyr 
Tydfil, solor for the petur. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 
than 6 u’clock in the afternoon of July 15 

RIVER Pi,\TE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Eiward 
Hanter Low, 15, Great Saint Helens, liquidator. 

SMETHWICK No. | Cor¥ee HOUSE PERMANENT MONEY SocrETY.—Petn for winding-up, 
prevented June 21, directed to be heard at the Law ‘ ourts, Lombard st West, W:at 

romwich, July 18, at 10.30. Sharpe & Darby, 317, High st, West Bromwich, solors 
for the pe‘nrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six 
o'clock in the afternoon of July 17. 

THE UP-TO-DATE PICTURE PaLaces, Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or bef: re Aug. 19, to send in their names and addresses, and 
particulars of their debts « r claims, to Perey E. Slack, :8, Great Jan ez st, liquidator. 

UMVERSAL STEAM TRAP SYNDICATE, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION ).—Creditors 
are required, on or be‘ore Aug 20, to send their names and addresses, and particula s 
of their debts or claims, to G. T. Harrap, 5, Budge row, liqu dator. 

Watsox, Foaco & Co., Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to 
be heard at Manchester July 28. Inne’, 3, Norfolk st, Manchester, solor for the petrr. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 26. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—Turspay, July 1. 


CABARET THEATRE CLUB, LTD .—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to serd 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Geo. Little 
74, Coleman st, liquidator. 

MARTIN WELLS & Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented June 27, directed to bs 
heard July 15. Wake & Co, 158, Aldersgate st, solors for the petars. Notice of 
opens must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 

uly 14. 

MoTOR SHOWROOMS AND CARRIAGE WorKS, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented 
June 26, directed to be heard July 15. Cohen & Co,Audrey House, Ely pl, solors for the 
petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not inter than six o'clock 
in the afternoon of July i4. 

F.LA.T. Motor Cas Co, Lrp.—Creditors are requested to send Geo. Browning, 
liquidator, full particulais of their debt, claim, or demand, not later than July 7. 

FIRTH, BARBER & Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on Of 
before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts of 
claims, to Charles Henry Best, 72, Market at, Bradford, liquidator. 

mare 7 1 Co, Lrp. = LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or Laan 

uly 14, to send their names an resees, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
Athelstan Dangerfield, 56, Cannon st, liquidator. 

LAS SABANILLAS, LTD.—Credi.ors are required, on or before July 31, to send their names 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ralph Nye, liquidator. 
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SHUYTLEWORTH BLEACHING Co, 


solors for the liquidator 


WATERMAN & SpricGs, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send in 
their names and addresses. and particulars of their debts or claims, to Julius Wilson 


Hetherington Byrne, 81, Gracechurch st, liquidator. 


Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8,:to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
Frederick Arthur Fitton, 26, Brown st, Manchester Chapman & Co, Manchester, 


PORTUMNA SYNDICATE. LTD. 
No. 5 SYNDICATE, LTD. 


SEFTON’s, LTD. 


“CRAIGNAIR” STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 


London Gazette.—TuESDAT, July 1. 


COSMOPOLITAN FINANCE SYNDICATE, LTD. 


Wysemmne AND Hove LavnpRY, Ltp.--Petn for winding! up, presented June 26, | | OHNSON’S FIREPROOF TAMPING PLUG Co, LTD, 


to be heard at the Court House, Chureh st, 
Roberts, 185, Ladbroke grove, solor for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than s‘x o'clock on the afternoon of July 17. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 27. 


PILKINGTON BRICK Co (OUTWoOoD), LTD. 

UNIVERSAL STEAM TRAP SYNDICATE, LTD, 

JuLEs Co, Lp. 

SHAKESPEARE THEATRE (LIVERPOOL), LTD. 
TRANSVAAL MINERAL ' ANDS DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 
Woops & Co (STOWMARKE?), Lrp. 

Crompton & Co, LTD (Reconstruction), 
MEXBOROUGH INSTITUTE, LTD. 

RIVER PLATE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 
Tower InpDU Lt, 


ALLIANCE CART, VAN AND BARROW OWNERS’ PROTECTION SoctEry, Lr. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 20. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


BALMFORTH, BENJAMIN, Huddersfield, Hairdresser June 
28 at 10 Huddersfield Incorporated Law Society’s 
Room, Imperial arcade, New st, Huddersfield 

CHUROHILL, WILLIAM WILD, Choriton cum Hardy, Man- | 
chester June 30 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man.- | 
chester | 

Cook, JAMES, Great egy Grocer June 28 at ll Off | 
Rec. 8t Mary chmbrs, Great Grimsby | 

Crow, EDMUND, Thorner, Yorks, Butcher July 1 at 3 | 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl. York 

CLARKE-JERVOISE, DUDLEY ALAN LESTOCK, Eastbourue | 
July 1 at 12 Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton | 

ELY, EDWIN, Grainsby, Lincs, Fish Merchant June 28 at 
11.30 Off Rec, St Mary chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Fox, EDMUND ARTHUR, Leeds, Artificial Teeth Maker | 
June 30 at12 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

GLOssoP, REGINALD, Park In, Antique Dealer July 1 at 12 | 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st | 

GoosE, FRANK HARRY, Norwich, Bookseller June 30 at 1 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

HARRISON, SARAH GERTRUDE, Alcester, Warwick July 1 
at 3.30 Off Rec,8, High st, Coventry 

HARRISON, THOMAS, Alcester, Warwick, Manufacturer 
July lat 3 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

JACKSON, JAMES HENRY, Whalley Range, Manchester, 
Workiog Plumber July 1 at 3 Off Rec. Byrom st, 
Manchester 

KEEN, HyMAN, Leeds, Woollen Merchant June 30 at 11 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

KNIGHT, JOHN HENRY, Warwick, Coal Mer.hant June 30 
at 3° Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

LINSEY, HERBERT JOHN, Cambridge, Fancy Goods Dealer 
June 30 at12 Off Rec, 5, Pettycury, Cambridge 

MATHEWS, JOHN, Penygraig, Glam, Colliery Roadman 
June 30 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

MILLINGTON, JOHN, Lichfield, Grocer and Baker July 1 
atil2 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

PERKINS, JOSEPH GORDON, Hereford June 28 at 12.15 
2, Offa st, Hereford 

Potts, HENRY CHARLES, Ea;tbourne June 28 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 124, Mariborouzh pl, Brighton 

PRatT, W SEGGINS, Preston Park, Brighton, Clerk in Holy 
Orders July 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 


Brighton 

RAWLINGS, HOWARD WILLIAM, Luton, Stationer June 28 
at12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

REVELL, HENRY ARMSTRONG, Blackpool, Collector of Fish 
ery Statistics June 28 ati1l Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


Preston 
SHILLINGTON, WILLIAM JOHN, Liverpool, Grocer July 1 
atll Off Rec, Union Marine bldgs, 11, Dale st, Liver- 


pool 

STEWART, WILLIAM, Bowl Unsworth, Lancs, Farmer 
July lat 11 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bo'ton 

WALKER, ALFRED, Sheffield, Draper July 2 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WHITE, SAMUEL, Leeds, Tailor's Presser June 30 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

WHITWORTH, SIDNEY, Edwinstowe, Nottingham, Farm 
Labourer July 2 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WILLETT, JOHN, and ARTHUR WILLETT, Leman st, White- 
chapel, Corn Dcalers July 3 at 11.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALEXANDER, HENRY, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Boot 
Dealer Wandsworth Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
BROMWICH, FRANCIS Henry, Blomfield st, solicitor High 

Court Pet May 14 Ord June 17 
Cawston, GEORGE HAWORTH, Hampstead High Court 
Pet Feb7 Ord June 17 
Connock, HERBERT GEORGE, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, 
Butcher Wells Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
ae 1" rome Barbican High Court Pet April15 Ord 
une 16 


1 
CorraM, JAMES, Dudley, Pork Butcher Dudley Pet June 
16 Ord June 16 





DURRANT, WILLIAM THOMAS, Hove, Sussex, Consultant 
Buyer Brighton Pet April 21 Ord June 16 

Fox, EDMUND ARTHUR, Leeds, Artificial Teeth Maker 
Leeds Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

HEAVERSEDGE, FRANK, Barnsley, Fruiterer 
Pet June 18. Ord June 18 


Barnsley 


Brighton, July 18 at 12. 


W. P. DuKg&, LTD. 


Pricts Biscuits, LTD. 


LAS SABANILLAS, LTD. 


W ODSAN SYNDICATE, LTD, 
Lory & Co, Lrp. 











IRELAND, HENRY CUBITT, Gracechurch st, Solicitor High ; 
Court Pet Mar 28 Ord June 16 

JACKSON, JAMES HENRY, Whalley Range, Mancliester, 
oe Plumber Salford Pet June 17 Ord June | 


JOHNSON, WILLIAM WALTER, Exchange par, Southwark, | 
Builder High Court Pet June 9 Ord June 17 

KEEN, HYMAN, Leeds, Woollen Merchant Leeds Pet | 
June 14 Ord June 14 

LERWILL, WILLIAM HENRY, Eastbourne, Retail Jeweller | 
Lewes Pet April 19 Ord June 16 

LESTER, KENNETH CAMPBELL, Camden sq, St Pancras | 
Hig Court Pet May 2 Ord June 18 

LONGNEY, ERNEST JOHN, Longney, Glos, Fruit Dealer 
Gloucester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

LowWE, JOSEPH, Overend, Crad!ey, Worcester, Innkeeper and 
Baker Stourbridge Pet Jun: 13 Ord June 13 

MACDONALD, JOHN HENDERSON, GEORGE WESLEY DEAKIN, 
and JOHN LLEWELLYN JONES, Hurstwood Reservoir, 
Burnley, Public Works Contractors Burnley Pet 
May 6 Ord June 17 

MARCUS, LEWIS, Sutherlind av, Maida Vale High Court 
Pet Aprill4 Ord June 18 

MATHEWS, JOHN, Penygraig, Glam, Colliery Roadman 
Pontypridd Pet June19 Ord June 19 

MILLINGTON, JouN, Lichfield, Grocer Walsall Pet June 
14 Ord June 14 

Mork, JAM&S NEILL, Bury st, St James’ HighCourt Te: 
May 1 Ord Juve i8 

OWEN, WILLIAM ROGER. Carnarvon, Grocer Bangor Pet 
June 17 Ord June17 

ATTINSON, GEORGE FREDERICK, Banks Hill, pir'sh of 
Lanercost,Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle Pet June 7 
Ord June 17 

RAND, WALTER THOMAS, Ashwell, Heris, 
Cambridge Pet June 16 Ord June 18 

SILK, DAVID, Manor Park, Essex, Coal Merchant High 
Court Pet May 21 Ord June 17 

TROTT, REGINALD WALTER, Bristol, Commission Agent 
Bristol Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

TUCKETT, JAM*S, Foley st, Portland pl High Cour: 
Pet May 20 Ord June 18 

WHITE, SAMUEL, Leeds, Tailor's Presser Leeds Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 

WILLETT, JoHN, and ARTHUR WILLETT, Leman st, 
Whitechapel, Corn Dealers High Court Pet June 18 
Ord Juve 18 

WILSHAW, Hakky, Redditch, Worcester, China Dealer 
Birmingham Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

WRIGHT, JOHN WILLIAM, Darlington, Saddler Stockton 
on Tees Pet Junel7 Ord June 17 


Butcher 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 13: 


STYGALL, ERNEST WILLIAM, Craven st, Strand, Joinery | 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug8 Ord June 17 | 


London Gaze'te.—TUESDAY, June 24. 


RECEIVING OFFICE. 


ARM, EDWARD, Birmingham, Butcher Birmingham Pet 
June 19 Ord June 19 

BARNES, HEDLEY HOUSDEN, and JABEZ WILL'AM BARNES, | 
Ilford, Essex, Ironmongers Chelmsford Pet June 19 
Ord June 19 

BEARD, ALBERT JOHN, Admaston, nr Wellington, Salop, 
Raker Shrewsbury Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

BINKS, WHITELEY, Wyke, Bradfuid, Joiner Bradford 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

BRANFORD, ROBERT, Goole, Yorks, Grocer Wakefield 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

CALDWELL, ALFRED, Bolton, Journeyman Painter Bolton 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

DREDGE, EpGAR, Hiigh st, Notting Hill Gate, Picture 
Restorer Higk Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

DuNN, JonN, Penrith, Grocer Carlisle Pet June19 Ord 
June 19 

Evans, RIcHARD, Sound, Nantwich, Cheese Dealer 
Nantwich Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

FORDE, JOHN, Sydney rd, St Mar arets, Middlx High 
Court Pet May !6 Ord June 13 

FRASER, MARIE, Frogual rd, Hampstead 
Pet May 20 Ord June 20 

GRAVES, JOHN GEORGE, Queen st. Aspatria, Cumberland, 
Draper Carlisle Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

HaM, LEONARD, Bedford Hill, Balham, Estate Agent 
Wandsworth Pet May 29 Od Juue 19 





High Court 





| HARRISON, JosmPH WILLIAM, Alcester; Warwick Pet | 
| 


June 19 Ord June 19 


SEVERN VALLEY COAL SYNDIC 
MINERS Lamp ELkorrio LIGHTING Co, LTD. 
WEST AFRICAN TRAWLING AND TRADING Co, LTD. 
ILLUSTRATED JOURNALS, LTD. 


HATELEY, McKAy & Co, LTD. 
HAVANA FXPLORATION Co, LTD. 
F.I A.T. Motor CaBCo, LTb. 


CABSRET THEATRE CLUB, LTD. 
CHARLES J. FORWARD & Son, 
BATES ENGINEERING Co, LTD. 


LTD. 


ATE, Lrp. 


BAMBER BRIDGE AND DISTRICT LIBERAL CLUB Co, LTD, 
RECORD AND GRAMOPHONE MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. 
NEW ZE\LAND LAND ASSOCIATION, LTD, 
ANGLO-COLONIAL TRUST, LTD. 

BUTTERFIELD MACHINE Co, LTD, 


Ho_MEs, WESTON, Thornton, Bradford, Farmer Bradforg 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 z 
HUFTON, ; RICHARD, New Cleethorpes, Music Teacher 

GreatGrimsby Pet June 19 Ord June 19 


| JOHNSON, GEORGE MICHARL, Armley, Leeds, Currier Leeds 


Pet June 20 Ori June 20 


} JOHNSON, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Carter In, Costume Manu- 


facturer High Court PetJune 19 Ord June 19 

LINES, GIDEON, Sutton Veny, Wilts, Master Baker Frome 
Pet June 2) Ord June 20 

Newror, Isaac, Huddersfield, Commercial Traveller 
Huddersfield Pet June19 Ord June 19 

OAKES, WILLIAM, C ngleton, Uardware Dealer Maccl.s- 
field Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

PEARSON, WILLIAM, Edingley, nr Southwell, Notts, 
Beerhouse Keep r Nottingham Pet June 20 Ord 
June 20 

PICKUP, JAMES, Royton, 1r Oldham, Coal Merchant 
Oldham Pet June 9 Ord June 20 

RANSON, EDWARD, Norwich, Timber Merchant Norwich 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Ray, CHARLES EDMUND, Cark in Cartmel, Lancs, Mininz 
Engineer ; Barrow in Furness Pet June 19 Ord 
June 19 

REES, HE“ BERT FEDERICK, Southsea, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet June 3 Ord June 10 

STEEGE, (GEORGE HE&RMAN, Bradford, 
jradford Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

TILLEY, ERNEST JOHN, Westcliff on Sea, 
Chelmsford Pet May 19 Ord June 16 

VAIL¥, P A, Southampton st, Holborn, Journalist High 
Court Pet May 21 Ord June 19 

WRAIGHT, CLARENCE GEORGE, Maidstone, Furniture 
Dealer Canterbury Pet June 20 Ord June 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARM, EpWARD, Birmingham, Lutcher July 2 at 12 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

BEARD, ALBERT JOHN, Aliscott, nr Wellington Salop, 
Baker July 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan bill, Shbrews- 
bury 

BINKS, WHITELY, Wyke, Bradford, Joiuer Juiy 3 at IL 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Brauford 

BuotH, A A, Bridlington, Joiner July 4at4 Off Rec, 48, 
Westborough, Scarborougi 

BRANFORD, RopeRrt, Goole, Yorks, Grocer July 3 at 10.30 
Ott Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

CLARKE, WILLIAM Janez, Holt, Norfolk, Friendly 
Societies’ Secretiry July 2 at 12 Oif Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

CoNNOCK, HERBERT GEORGE, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, 
Butcher July 2 at 11.80 ff Rec, 26, Baldwin :t, 
Bristol 

C TTAM, JAMES, Dudleys Pork Butcher 
Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

DREDGE, EDGAR, High st, Notting Hill Gate, Picture 
Restorer July 3 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Pork Butcher 


Engineer 


July 2at 12 30 


| DUNN, JOHN, Pemith, Grocer July 2 at 11.30 34, Fisher 


st, Carlisle 

FARMER, JAMES, Siddington, G'os, Faimer 
Off Rec, 38, Regent cir, Swindon 

FORDE, JoHN, Sidney rd, St Margarets, Middlx July 4 at 
lL Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

FosvIcK, RICHARD, Kingston upon Hull, Coal Exporter 
July 3at12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

FRASER, MARIE, Frognal In, Hampstead July 3 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GAY, ALBERT, Birmingham, Engineer July 2 at 12 Off 
Kec, Station rd, Gloucester 

GRAVES, JOHN GEORGE, Aspatria, Camberland, Draper 
July 2at12 34, F sher st, Carlisle 

HEAVERSEDGE, FRANK, Barnsley, Fiuiterer July 2at 10.50 
Otf Rec, County Court Hall, Regent st (Eastgate 
entrance), Barusles 

Hotmes, WESION, Thornton, Bradford, Farmer 

Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
RicHaRp, New Cleethorpes, Music Teacher 
3 at 10.15 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 


July 3 at 3 


July 2 


Jounson, WILLIAM Francis, Carter In, Costume Manu- 
facturer July 2at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
KRETZSCHMAR, CURT, Kingly st, Regent st, Wholesale 

Furrier July 2 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
LEU, DANIEL WILLIAM CARTAN, Paper bigs, Temple 
Barrister at Law July 2 at 1 Barkruptey bldgs 
Carey st 
[THE LEY ONSTONE MOTOR ENGINEERING Co, Leytonstone, 
Essex, Engineera July 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs 
Carey st 
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Loyeney, Ernest Jonny, Longney, Glos, Fruit Dealer 
July 32t 12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 


Lowk. Joseru. Overend, Cradley, Worcester, Innkeoper | 


July 2 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

OwEN, WILLIAM RoGeR, Carnarvon, Grocer July 
Crypt chmbrs, Uhester 

RAND, WALTER THOMAS, Ashwell, Herts, Butcher July 
2at 12.45 Crown Hotel, Royston 

SHAMBROOK, JesSE,Hoddesdon, Herts, Nurseryman, July 
Zati2 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Sponc, ARTHUR HENRY, Bodlonde», Valley. Anglesey 
July zat 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Stesor, Georce Heeman, Bradford, Pork Bu'cher 
atll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Trott, REGINALD Water, Bristol, Commission Agent 
July 2at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

VAILE, P A, Southarepton st, Holborn, Journalist July 4 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidss, Carey st 

WILS"tAW, HARRY, Redditch, China Dealer July 2 at 11.30 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

WRIGHT, JOUN WILLIAM, Darlington, Saddler July 3 at 
1}.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Alb rtrd, Middles rongh 


2at 12 


July 2 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ARM, EDWARD, Birmingham, Butcher 
June 19 Ord June 19 

BEARD, ALBERT JOHN, Allscott, nr Wellington, Salop, 
Baker Shrewsbury Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Binks, WHITELEY, Wyke, Bradford, Jciner Bradford 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Bootu, A A, Bridlington, Joiner 
June 6 Ord June 19 

BRANFORD, RopERT, Goole, Yorks,Grecer Wakefield Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

CALDWELL, ALFRED, Bolton, Journeymm Painler 
Pet June 20 Ord June 2) 


sirmingham Pet 


Scarborough Pet 


Bolton 


Crow, EpMUND, Thorner, Yorks, Butcher York Pet May 
45 Ord June 19 
Drevor, Enaar, High st, Notting Hill Gate, Picture Ros- 


t Jun-19 OrdJane 20 
Pet Jun; 19 Ord 


torer High urs Me 
DUNN. JOHN, Penrith, Grocer Carlisle 
June 19 
EARLE, EvitH Lovisa Gipson, Bexhill on Sea 
Pet May 28 Ord June 20 


Hastings 


EVANS, Riswarpd, Winterley, n* Crews, Retvl Cacese 
Dealer Nantwich Pet June19 Ord duns 19 
FARMER, JAME , Siddington, Glos, Farmer Swindon Pet 


June 17 Ord June 19 


Forpe, Joun, Sidney rd, St Margarets, Middix High 
Court Pet May 16 Ord June #1 
Fospick, RICHARD, King-ton upon Hull, Coal’ Exporter 


Kingston upon Hull Pet June 2 Ord June 19 
FULTON, WILLIAM Scort, Albert mans, Crouch Hill 
High Court Pet May13 Ord June 2u 
GARDINER, JOHN Dovey, Bermondsey, Corn Merchant 
High Court Pet April 10 Ord June 21 


Graves, JoHN Groner, Aspatria, Cumberland, Draper 


Carlisle Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
HAnkison, JoserH WILLIAM, Alcester, Warwick, Bank 
Clerk Warwick Pet June 19 (Ord June 19 


HoLMges, Weston, Thornton, Bradford 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Hivvron, RICHARD, New Cleethorpes, Music 
(ireat Grimsby PetJune 19 Ord June 19 

HuULYE, JoNATHAN, New Bury, nr Farnworth, Lancs, 
Wholesale Confectioner Boltou Pet June 4 Ord 
June 19 

JAME4, GEORGE WILLIAM, Donisthorpe, Leicester, Farmer 
High Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jane 2) 

JOHNSON, GEORGE MICHARL, Armley, Leeds,Currier Leets 
Vet Juve 20 Ord June 20 


Bradford, Farmer 


Teacer 


JOHNSON, MARIE 4, Baron's Court rd, West Kensington 
iligh Court Pet May 8 Ord June 0 

JOHNSUN, WILLIAM FRANCI*, Carter In, Costume Manu 
facturer High Court PetJunel9 Ord June 19 

Jones, THOMAS, Wiliumstown, Glam, Grocer Ponty 
pridd Pet May 10 Ord June9 

LINES, GIDEON, Sutton Veny, Wilts, Master Baker Frome 


Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
MARCHANT, ARTHUR, Devereux ct, Strand, 
High Court Pet April 12 Ord June 19 
N&WTON, Isaac, Lockwood, Hud-‘tersfield, Commercial 
rraveller Huddersfield Pet June 19 OrdJuue 19 
OAKES, WILLIAM, Congleton, Chester,..Hardware D-aler 
Macclesfield Pet June 19 Ord June 19 


Solicitor 


PEARSON, WILLIAM, Edingley, nr Southwell, Not‘s, Beer- 
house Keeper Nottingham Pet June 20 Ord June 


20 
| Pratt, W SEGGINS, Preston Park, Brighton Brightor 
Pet May 30 Ord June 19 
RANSON, EDWARD, Thorpe, Norwich, Timber Merchant 
Norwich Pet Jane 21 Ord Jane 21 
RAY, CHARLES Eomunp, Cark in Cirtme!, Lancs, Mining 
Engineer Barrow ia Furness PetJune19 Ord June 
19 


SHAMBROOK, JESSE, Hoddesdon, Hertford, 
Hertf rd Pet Junel7 Ord Jone 20 
Steger, GkrorGe HERMAN, Bradford, Pork 

Bralford Pet June l9 Ord June 19 
STIDDER, JAMES GEORGE, Harrow, Engineer 
Pet April12 Ord June 18 
TIGWELL, GROKGE ALLEN. Leatherhead, Surrey, Tobac- 
conist Croydon Pet June 16 Ord June 20 
WRAIGHT, CLARENCE GORGE, Maidstone, Furniture 
Dealer Canterbury Pet Jane 20 Ord June 2u 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
PRITCHARD, LoUISA RoseTTaA, Herne Bay 
Adjud Sept 6,1912 Annul June 10 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCIND .D 
Lupnock, HUGH NkVILE, Threadneaile st BHizh Court 
Prt Dec 16, 1912 Ree Ord Jan 15 Adjud Jan 24 
Rese & Annul June 11 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AsH, Ric4ArD, Fairfield, Derbyshire, Builder Stockport 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
BARKER, JoUN CHARLES, Leeds, Motor Tyre Patent -e 
Hivh Court Pet Jan28 Ord Jane 24 


Nurseryman 
Butcher 


St Albans 


Canterbu:y 





RosBInson, GEoRGE THOMAS, Batley Carr, Dewsbury, Dyer 
Dewsbury Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

RUTHERFORD, NORMAN MACLEOD, Richmond rd, Hackney 
High Court Pet Mar8 Ord June 23 

TayLor, T P, Lower Clapton rd, Manufactarinz Confec. 
tioner High Court Pet April16 Ord June 24 

THOMPSON, FREDERICK GxoRGs, Wisbech, er re, 
Bazaar Proprictor King’s Lynn Pet Tune 2 Ord 


VALLANCE, WALTER, Faversham, Butcher Canterbury 
Pet June 23 Grd June 23 

WALTON, AMBROSE, Ashton on Mersey, Chester, 
Chemist Manchester Pet June2 Ord June 25 

WeErMAN, ERNEST, Corringham rd, Golder’s Green, 
Upholsterer High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


THOMAS LAXTON, Newmarket St Mary, Suffolk, 
The W hite 


ALLEN, 
Temperence Hotel Keeper July 7 at 2°30 
Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

BARKER, JOHN CHARLES, Leeds, Motor Tyre Patentee July 
Tatil Bankrup cy bidgs, Carey st 


— HEDLYY HOU DEN, and JABEZ WILLIAM BARNEs, 


} 
Outfitter 


BARRADELL, Percy RvUS4ELL, Newport Mon, 
Newoort, Mon Pet June 9 Ord June 25 
BARWICK, WILLIAM EpWARD, Beeston, Leeds, Plumber | 


Leeds Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

BAUM, Morris, Middlesbrough, Cab’net Maker Middles 
brongh Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

BELL, WILLIAM Moore, Ringwood, Han'‘s, Poultry Farmer 
Salisbury Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

s00TH, HENRY, Flixton, Lancs, Butcher 
Jun36 Ord June 25 

CUSTACE, CRCIL WILLIAMS, Cullompton, Devon Exeter 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


Salford Pet 


Curk, JoHN, Bradford, Commission Agent Brad‘ord 
Pet June 12 Ord June 25 
DAWSON, JoH’ BERNARD, Morley. Yorks, Greengro cer 





Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

EDWARDS, KOBERT, Caerw nr Maesteg, Glam 
Labourer Cardiff Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

FARISH, CH&IS OPHER STEPHENSON, Salisbury, Wilts 
Land Agent Silisbiry Pet Jano 2} Ord June 23 

FULLER, ALIC® MAUDE Mary, Poole, Dorset Poole Pet 
June 23) Ord Jun 23 

HANCOCK, CHARLES FRepeRt’K, Sheffi dd, German Silver 
Manufac urer Sieffield Pet June Ss Ord June 23 

Hares, JAMES Blaengarw, Glam, Coiliery Repiir.r Car- 
diff Pet Juve 24 Ord Jane 24 

KAY, ALFRED, Pemoverton, Wigan, Bricklayer Wizan 
Pet June 25) Ord June 25 

Leeps, JouNn, Worce-ter, Farmor Worcester PetJuns lv 
tird June 24 

Lewis, Georges Henny, C me M rtia, Dovon, 
Barvstapiea Pet Juse 12 Ord June 25 

LipGeTT, JAMES, Great Grimsby Gee it Grimbsy Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

LOWNDES, FRANK W, Wealdstone, Middix, Dairyman St 
Albons Pet May 21 ‘rd June 25 

MAY, EpWARD CHAKLES, Railton rd Herne I ll, Upho'+ 
terer High Cout Pet June 2? Ord Juve 23 

NURSALL, WILLIAM, Sandiacre, Derby, Farncr 
Pet June 23° Ord June 23 

OLVER, WILLIAM SLADE Willesden In, Willesten, Co.- 
sulting En.ineer High Court Pet May 23 Ord Junc 


Dewsbury 
C Aliery 


Derly 


23 

PRECHNER, Lovurs, Stamford Hill, Mid ix Elmonton Pe 
June 3 Ord Jane 23 

Rap van, WALTER, East Kir} by, Notts, Miner 
ham Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

RADLEY, FRED. Ingrow, nr Kei*hley, Yorks, French Pol- 
isher Bradford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

REES, JOHN, Penydaren, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
Tydfil Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Nottingz- 


Merthyr 


| FARISH, 


| JOHNSON, 


Iifocd, E-sex, lronmo gers July9at12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

BARWICK, WILLIAM EDWARD, Leeds, Plumber 
12 Off Rec 24, Bond st, Leeds 

CALDWELL, ALFRED. Bolton, Journeyman Painter July 7 
atil Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

CAYLESS, STANLEY CLIFFORD, Vi toria st, Wes'minster, 
Generai Dealer July 7 atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
st 


July 9 at 


Cure, Jouyx, Bradford, Commission Agent July 5 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradiovd 

DAWs0ON, JOHN BERNARD, Morley, Yorks, G:eengrover 
July 5at 11 Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

EVANS, RICHARD, Winterley, nr Crewe, Retril Cheess 
Dealer July 5 at 12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
Staffs 

CHRISTOPHER STEPHENSON, Salisbury, Wilt», 
Land Agent July 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, City Chambers, 
C.therine st, Salisbury 

FULLER, ALICE MAuDE MARY, Poole, Dorset July 7 at 
2.30 100, High st (first floor), Poole 

HARRISON, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Alcester, Warwick, Bank 
Clerk July 8at3 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

HvuLME, JONATHAN, New Bury, nr Farnworth, Lancs, 
Wholesale Confectioner July 8atil Off Rec, 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

GEORGE MICHAEL, Leeds, Currier 
atill Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Liveert, JAMES, Great Grimsby July 5 at ill Off Ree, 
St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

MAY, EvWARD CHARLES, Railton rd, Herne Hill, Up- 
holsterer July 8 ati1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Newron, Isaac, Lockwood, Hudderfield, Commercial 
Traveller July 5 at 10 Huddersfield Incorporated 
Law Society's Room, Imperial Arcide, New st, Hud- 
dersfield 


Ju'y 9 


OAKES, WILLIAM Congleton, Chester Hardware Dealer 
July 8 as 12 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Maccles- 


field 

OLVER, WILLIAM SLADE, Willesden In, Willesden, 
Consulting Engineer July 8 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


| Pickup, JAMES, Royton, nr Oldham, Coal Dealer July 11 


Firmer | 


at i1.30 Off Rec, dreaves st, Oldham 

RADLEY, FRED, Ingrow, nr Keighley, French Polisher July 
5atil Off Rec, 1’, Duke st, Bradford 

Rees, HERBERT FREDERICK, Southsea, Hants July 8 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc. High st, Portsmouth 

RUTHERFORD, NORMAN MACLEOD, Richmond rd, Hackaey 
July 9 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

raytor, T P, Lower Clapton rd, Manufacvuring Confec- 
tioner Ju! y 9atl nkraptey bldgs,Carey st 

TILLEY, ERN«ST JoHN, Westcliff on Sea, Eng neer July 8 
at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

WeyYMAN, ERYEST, Corringham rd, Golder’s Green, Up- 
holsterer July 7at 1130 Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asi, RICHARD, Buxton, Builder Stockport Pet June 23 
‘rd June 23 

BARNES, HEDLEY HOUSDEN, and JABEZ WILLIAM BARNES, 
Ilford Essex, Ironmoaogers Chelmsford Pet June 19 
Ord June 25 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MooRGatTtE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED ih 1880. 


STrTRIasaT, LOnNDonN, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases ur Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


epplication. 


The Corporation also 


insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o,, under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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BARWICK, WILLIAM EDWARD, Leeds Plumber Leeds Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Baum, MorRISs, Middlesbrough, Cabinet Maker Middles- 
brough Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

BLAKE, MORGAN DIX, Grantchester, Cambs Cambridge 
Pet April 19 Ord June 24 

Born, Capt A G W, Wimbledon High Court Pet May 
6 Ord June 24 

CONKLIN, BRucR&, Woburn pl, Russell sq, Engineer Liver 
pool Pet April 21 Ord June 23 

Cosrance, CeciL WILLIAMS, Cullompton, Devon Exeter 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

DAWSON, JOHN BEXNARD, Morl-y, Yorks, Greengrocer 
Dewsbury Pet June 23 Ord June 2% 

FDWARDS, Robert, Caerau, or Maestey, Colliery Labourer 
Cardiff Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

FARISH, CHRISTOPHER STEPHENSON, Salisbury, Wilts, 
Land Agent Salisbury Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

FULLER, ALICE MAUDE MARY, Poole, Dorset Poole Pet 
Jane 23 Ord June 23 

HANN, LEONARD GEorG8, Balham, Estate Agent Wands- 
worth Pet May 29 "Ord June 23 

HARRIS, JAMES, Blaengarw, ca Colliery Repairer 
Cardiff Pet June 24 Orda June 24 

JERVOISE, DUDLEY ALAN LESTOCK CLARKE, Eastbourne 
Pet May 27 Ord June 24 

Kay, ALFRED, Pemberton, Wigan, Bricklayer 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Leeps, JOHN, Worcester, Farmer 
June 10 Ord June 25 

LipsETT, JAMES, Great Yad Great Grimsby Pet 
June 23 Ord June 2 

May, EDWARD CHARLES, ‘Railton rd, Herne Hill, Uphol- 
sterer High Vourt Pet June 23 Ord June 93 

RADAGE, WALTER, East Kirkvy, Notts, Miner Notting- 
ham Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

RADLEY, FRED, Ingrow, nr Keivhley, French Polisher 

Bradford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

REES, JOHN, Penydaren, Merthyr —— Collier Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

ROBINSON, GEORGE THOMAS, Batley Carr, Dewsbury, Dyer 
Dewsbury Pet June 25 Ord June 23 

THOMAS, ALEXANDER, High 1d, Leytonstone, Engineer 
High Court Pet May 27 Ord June 24 

THOMPSON, FREDERICK GEORGE, Wisbech, Bazaar 
Proprietor King’s Lynn Pet June 25 Ord Jane 25 

VALLANCE, WALTER, Faversham, Kent, Butcher Canter 
bury Pet June 23 Ord Ju: @ 23 

VAUGHAN, FREDERICK LEWIS, Tottenham Court rd High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord June 19 


London Gazette.—Tuxspiry, July 1. 
RECEIVING ORDER#. 


CALVERT, JOHN JAMES, Coatham, Redcar, Commercia 
Traveller Middlesbrough Pet June26 Ord June 26 
CLARK®, Harry, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Motor Car 

Manufacturer Warwick Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
COCKERTON, BERTRAM STEWARD, Badsey, eo 
Bu Ider’ Worcester Pet June 27 Ord June 2 
Cook, SIDNEY ERNEST, Hitcham, 
wich Pet June 26 Ord June 26 


Wizan 


Worcester Pet 


DRYLAND, RICHARD, Smeeth, Kent, Brick Manufacturer | 


( ‘anterbury Pet June 27 Ord June 2 27 


N AND COMPANY, Liverpool Liverpool Pet June 5 | 


Ord June 20 

GRAHAM, JOHN WILFRED, Mountsorrel, Leicester, Cycle 
Maker Leicester Pet Jane 28 Ord June 23 

Hing, THOMAS WILLIAM, ARTHUR HINE and Rosikz HINgE, 
Wantage, Berks, Farmers Oxford Pet June 27 Ord 
une 2 

HOLDEN, HENRY VINCENT, New Broad st, Company Pro- 
moter High Court Pet June 4 Ord June 27 

Hi nt, JAMus, Bradford, Licensed Victualler Bradford 
Pet June li Ord June 28 

JACKSON, HORNSBY, Park View, me, Yorks, Farmer 
York Pet June 2 27 Ord June 2 

Joves, Percy Henry, Kide Jerminster, Commission Agent 
Shrewst yury Pet ‘June 28 Ord June § 

KiLBURN, GEORGE, Richmond, Yorks, Ca:tle Dealer North- 
allerton Pet June 26 Ord Jane 26 

MIDGLEY, JOSEPH, Stad Farm, Colton, Yorks, Farmer 
York’ Pet June 24 Ord June 28 

MitcHELL, THOMAS HERBERT, Drighlington, Yorks, 
Farmer Bradford Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

NorratL, WILLIAM, Wombwell, nr Barnsley, Boot 
Repairer Barnsley Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Overtox, ROBERT CECIL, Putney, 
April 28 Ord June 26 


Suffolk, Carpenter Ips- | 


Wandsworth Pet 


PorTEOUS, WILLIAM, Cornhill, Insurance Agent High 
Court’ Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
SAMUEL, ALEXANDER WENYON, Bary st, St James’ Finwn. 
cial ‘Agent High Court Pet May 16 Ord June 26 
SOULSBY, “NORMAN, Blyth, Northumberland, Piumer 
Newcastie u»oa Tyne Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
STONE, Fx ANK, Llantrisant, Glam, Grocer Pootypridd Fet 
June 26 Ord June 26 
| THOMAS, JOHN, Cathays, Cardiff,Contractor Cardiff Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 
VICKERS, JoHN CupittT, Didsbury, nr Ma rchester, Insur 
ance Ageat Manchester Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
WALTERS, JANE KEEVES, Swansea, Fruiterer Swansea 
Pet June z7 Ord June 27 
WHITE, CHARL*S, Barlow Commonside, Barlow, D-rby, 
| Licensed Victuatler Chesterfleld Pet June 26 Ord 
June 26 : 
WricuT, WILLIAM FRANCIS, sen., Brancaster Staithe, 
Norfolk, Builder Norwich Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
YaTEs, EDWARD Henry, Barcombe ay, Streatham Hill, 
Hosier’s Manager Wandsworth Pet June 27 Ord 
June 27 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 24: 


HANN, LEONARD, Bedford hill, Balham, Estate Agent 

Wandsworth Pet May 29 Ord June 19 
FIBST MEETINGS. 

ALEXANDER, HENRY, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Boot 
Dealer July 9 at 11.30 132, York rd Westminster 
Bridge rd 

ASH, KICHARD, Fairfield, Derby, Builder July 9 at3 Off 
Kec, 6, Vernon st, S.ockport 

BAUM, MORRIS, Middlesbrough, Cabinet Maker July 19 at 
11. '30 Off Rec, Court combrs, Albert rd, Middesbrough 

| BoorH, HENRY, Flixton, Lancs, Butcher July 10 at 3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

BrReEkETON, J E Ammanford, Medical Practitioner 
July 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

CALVERT, JOHN JAMES, Middlesbrough, Commercial 
Traveller July 10 at 11.45 Off Kec, Court chmb s, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


| COCKERTON, BERTRAM STEWARD Badsey, Worcester, 
Builder Juyy 9 at 11 O1f Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, 
Worcester 


Journeyman 


COOK, SIDNEY ERNEST, Hitciam, Su Tolk, 
3ti, Piinces et 


Carpenter July 9 at 4.15 Olt Ree, 
Ipswich 

CORBRIDGE, WILLIAM, deceased, Higher Walt: m ur Preston, 
biscuit Dealer July 10 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley 
st, Preston 

CusTANcE, CrciL WILLIAMS, Cullompton, Devon July 10 
at 2.45 Off Kec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

DRYLAND, RICHARD, Smeeta, Kent, Brice Manufacturer 
July 9 at 11.30 O:f Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

GRAHAM, JOHN WILFRED, Loughborough, Cycle Maker 
July 9 at 8 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

HANN, zon arp, Bedford hill, Palham, Estate Agent 
July 9ati2 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge ra 

HARRIS, JAMES, Blaengarw, Glam, Colliery Repairer July 
10 at1z 117, So Mary st, Cardiff 

HILTON, RUPERT Guy, Blean, Kent July 9at10.45 Of 
Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

HOLDEN, HENRY VINCENT, Dashwood House, New Broad 
st, Company Promoter July 9 at 1L Sankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Hunt, JaMzs, Bradford, Licensed Victualler July 11 at 
10 Off Ree, 12, Duk: st, Bradford 

JACKSON, HORNSBY, Spotforth, Yorks, Farmer York 
duly ll at 2.15 Off Rec, The Rei touse, Duncombe 
pl, York 

JONES, Percy HENRY, Kidderminster, Commiss'oa Agent 
July 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swanhuill, Shrewsbury 

LEEDS, JoHN, Worcester, Farmer July 9 at 113) Off 
Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

LEwis, GEORGE HENRY, Combe Martin, Devon, Farmer 
July 9 at 2.15 Royal Clarence Hotel, Iifracumbe 

LINgS, GIDEON, Sutton Veny, Wilts, Master Baker July 9 
at 11.45 Olt Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bris: ol 

| MITCHELL, THOMAS HERBERT, Dr.ghlington, Yorks, Far- 
mer July llatil Ovrf Rec, lv, Duke st, Bradford 

PEARSON, WILLIAM, Edingley, nr Soithwel'!, Notts, Beer 
house Keeper July 15 at 11 Off Rev, 4, Castle p’, 
Park st, Nottingham 

PORTEOUS, Winutame Cornhill, Insurance Agent July 10 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

RANSON, EDWARD, Faetoe Norwich, Timber Merchant 
July 10at12 Off Rac, 8, King st, Norwica 





204th Year of the Office. The Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
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Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, 


A. W. COUSINS, 





Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrice: 


] N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED i710, 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., EC. 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


‘ RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
a A =" ~WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 
iS => including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. PLATE GLASS, 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
w.c, 





District Manager. 





R&ES, JOHN, Penydarren, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier July 10 
at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr 
Tydfil 

SAMUEL, ALEXANDER WENYON, Financial Agent July 19 
at 1 Bank«uptcy bidge, Carey st 

SOULSBY, NORMAN, Blyth, Northumberland, Plumber July 
9atil O# Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

STONE, FRANK, Llantrisant, Glam,Grocer July j1 at 11.15 
Off Rec, St Catherine's, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

TIGWELL, GEORGE ALLEN, Leatherhead, Surrey, Tobacco- 
nist July 9atIl 132, York rd, West.oinster bridge 


rd 

VicKERs, JOHN CupITt, Didsbury, nr Manchester, Insur- 
ance Agent July 9 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

WIGHT, WILLIAM FRANCIS, sen, Branca-ter Sta‘th, 
Norfolk, Builder July 10 at 11.45 Off Rec, 8, King 
st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Boots, Hxyry, Flixton, Lancs, Butcher Salford Pet 
June 6 Ord June 26 

BREEZE, JOSEPH ERNEST, Gloucester 
Gloucester Pet May 21 Ord June27 

CALVERT, JOHN JAMES, Middlesbrough, Commercial Tra- 
veller Middlesbrough Pet June26 Ord June 26 

CLARKE, Harry, Leamington Spa, Motor Car Manu- 
facturer Warwick Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

CUCKERTON, BERZSRAM STEWAKD, Badsey, Worcester, 
Builder Worcester Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

COOK, SIDNEY ERNEST, Hitcham, Sutfolk, Journeyman 
Carpenter Ipswich Pet June :6 Ord Juue 26 

Cook, CYRIL ANNESLEY, Milford, Surrey, Farmer Guild- 
ford Pet June 12 Ord June 27 

Curr, Jonny, Bradford, Commission Agent Bradforl 
Pet June 12 Ord June 26 

DRYLAND, RICHARD, Smeeth, Kent, Brick Manufacturer 
Canterbury Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

GRAHAM, JOHN W-LFRED, Loughborough, Cycle Maker 
Leicester Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

HINE, THOMAS WILLIAM, ARTHUR HINK and Rosie HINE, 
Wantage, Berks, Farmers Oxford Pet June 27 Ord 
June 27 

JACKSON, HornsBy, Spofforth, Yorks, Farmer York 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

JONES, PEROY HENRY, Kidderminster, Commission Agent 
Snrewsbury Pet June28 Oid June 28 

KILBURN, GEORGE, Richmond, Yorks, Cattle Dealer Norih- 
allertou Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

LEWIS, GEORGE HENRY, Combe Martin, Devon, Farmer 
Barnstaple PetJune 12 Ord June 26 

MANSELL, WILLIAM FREDERICK CHARL'*S, Penkridge, 
S:affs, Farmer Stafford Pet May 27 Ord June 27 

MITCHELL, THOMAS HERBERT, Drighlington, Yorks, Farmer 
tradfurd Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

NUTTALL WILLIAM, Wombwell, nr Barnsley, Boot Repairer 
Barnsley Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

PICKUP, JAMES, Royt m, nr Oldham, Coal Dealer Oldham 
Pet June 9 Ord June 28 

PorTEoUSs, WILLIAM, Cornhill, Insurance Agent High 
Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

RUTHERFORD, NORMAN MACLEOD, Richmond rd, Hackney 
High Court Pet Mar 8 Ord June 28 

STONE, FRANK, Llantrisant, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

TAYLOR, THOMAS PETER, Lower Clapton rd, Manufacturing 
Confectioner High Court Pet April 16 Urd June 
26 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C, 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 


Interest on Loans may be Capitalizea. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, Rea caes 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823. 


Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at annual interest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
allowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £764,825. 


30 Coleman &t., .ondon, E.C. 


Coil Merchant 











Telephone: 692 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MAky, 1689 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 


DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS, 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 


Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
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- SELDEN SOCIETY. 


FOUNDED 1887. 
To encourage the study and advance the knowledge of the History 
of English Law. 
Partroy: 
HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 
Paresipent: 
Tax Lorp Hiew Caancettor, Viscournr HALDANE. 
Tae How. Ma. Justice JOYOR, 
Vics-Paestpents { Sta CHARLE? CHADWYCK 
HEALEY, K.C.B., K.C. 
Covnott. (1913). 

Mr. Srowey O. Appr. | Mr, R. F, Norrow, x.c 
Mr. W. Pater Battpvons, | Mr. Cas. 
F.8.A. SHAW, K ©. 
Tre Rt. Hon Sir Heaseer| The Rt. Hon. 
H. Cozess Hagpy, ™.n. Romer, 6.0.8 

Mr. Borpett Hovertow. | Wr. 0, A. Rosset, x.o, 

Sir Hewry Jonwsovy. The Hom Mr. Justice 
Prof. Courtwey 8. Kexxy. | Wanratxoron, 

Sir H. OC. Maxwect Lys, 


Wacrer Rex- 


Sir Rost. 


Mr. T. Creatas Wriutrass. 
5.0.8. Mr. Jaues G. Woop, 
The Rt. Hon. Lord Movtron. 
Literary Directors: 
The Kt. Hon, Sir FaepeeicK Po.Lock, Bt., 13, Old-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Professor Viwoaraporr, Court-place, Ifflsy, Oxford. 
Hon, Anditors: 
Mr. J, W. Crark, K.o. Mr. Husear Hitt 
fecretary: Mr. H. Stuart Moors, 
6, King’s Bench Walk, Temple, London. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. J. E, W. Rives, 
8, New-equare, Lincoln’s-inn, London. 
Annual Subscription: ONE GUINEA. Life Membership 
(or 30 years for Libraries, &c.): TWENTY GUINEAS. 
Each Member receives the publication for the year of 
subscription, and may subscribe for any previous year. 
New subscribers requiring @ complete set uf pat pub'ica- 
tions may reccive same at half rates. 
Further particulars may be obtained from the Secretary or 
Treasurer. 


Norr.—Publications already issued ( 
Non-Members) : (I.) Select Pleas of the Crown. (IT.) Select 
Manorial Pleas. (IIT.) Select Civil Pleas. (IV.) The Court 
Baron. (v) Leet Jurisdiction in Norwich. (VI.) Select 
Admiralty Pleas (Vol. 1). (VIL.) The Mirror of Justices, 
(VIIL.) Bracton and Azo, (IX.) The Coroners’ Rolls, 
(X.) Belect Cases in Chancery. (XI.) Select Admiralty 
Pleas (Vol. 2). (XII.) The Court of Requests. (XIIL.) 
Select Pleas of the Forests. (XIV.) Beverley Towa Docu- 
ments. (XV.) The Exchequer of the Jews. (XVI.) The 
Star Chamber. (XVIL.) Year Books 1 & 2 El, 2, 
(X VIII.) Borough Customs (Vol. 1). (XIX.) Year Books 
(Vol. 2) 2&3 Ed.2. (XX.) Year Books (Vol. 3) 3 Ed. 2. 
(XXL) Borough Customs (Vol. 2). (XXIL) Year Book 
Series (Vol, 3), (XXIII) The Law Merchant (Vol, 1). 
(XXIV,) Tne Eyre of Kent(Vol. 1). (X XV.) Select Casas 
Star Chamber (Vol. 8). (XXVI.) Year Book, Ed, 4 
(XX VIL.) The Eyre of Kent (Vol, 2) (XXVIII.) Charters 
of Trading Companies. (XXIX.) The Eyre of Kent 
(Vol. 3.) 





| AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
4 payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


a, & 
Abstracts Copied cs «+ © 8 por sheet, 
Briefs and Drafts ow «» 2 3 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand ., - O 2 per folio. 
Deeds A bstracted ee «» 3 O per sheet, 

Full Copies ooo ove 0 32 per folio, 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet Draft, id. ditto 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per sin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, B.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by sauthority) ana 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 


} ENRY GREEN Advertisement Agent 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of hia long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special inserwion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support, — N,B, 
Forms, Gratis, for Statatory Notices to Ursditora and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration, 
File of “ London Gazetse”’ kept for froe reference, By 
appointment, 





ice 288. each to | 


Dr. BARNARDO’S 
HOMES. 


CHARTER: 
“No Destitute Child ever Refused 
Admission.” 


N»> Waiting List. 
No Votes required. 
No Red Tape. 
78,000 Children have pa:sed through the 
Rescue Doors. 
1,213 Permanent Admissions last year. 
Over 8,600 Boys and Girls always in 
residence. 


Honorary Director, William Baker, M.A., LL B. 
Head Offices : 18 TO 26, STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LoNVON, E 




















THE EAST LONDON CHURCH FUND. 


PRESIDENTS: 
THE BISHOPS OF ISLINGTON and STEPNEY. 





The object of this Fund is to bring more 
Christian Workers into East London, 
which has a working-class population of over two 
millions. It now helps to maintain 

217 Lay and 
205 Clerical Agents, 
and earnestly solicits help by 


Subscription or Donation 
and Legacy. 


Secretary: Rev. H. A. E. STANDFAST, M.A. 
Office: 70, Hamilton House, Bishopsgate, E.C. 


EERIE SC CE ere a * 
THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FOR THE 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance, 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 








UND. 
THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


49, LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and 262, UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroncss: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD, G.C.V.0, 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 
This Hospital has no Endowment. 
Help is earnestly appealed for to 

carry on the work. 


A Donation of £10 10e. constitutes Life Governorship, 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 





BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only 
Sold everywhere. 


BRAND & CO., Ltd, Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in 
the Metropolis and Vicinity. 
_Instrrutep 1817. 
Supported by Life and Annual Subscriptions and 
: by Donations. 

This Association consists of Solicitors residing and 
practising in the Metropolis or within the Bills of 
Mortality, and its objects are (amongst others) 

To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,635. 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum constitutes a 
7 and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 
ife. 

Application to be made to the Szcrrtarr. 

Barron, 3, Gray’s-ina-place, Gray’s-inn, inh wo 





GTIMSON & SONS, Auctioneers and 
a Surveyors, 


8, Moorgate-st., Bank, K.C., and 12, New Kent-road, 8. 
(near the Elephant and Castle). 


AUCTION DATES FOR 1913:— 
July 10, 17, 24 Oct. 2, 9, 16, 23, 30 
August 14 Nov. 6, 13, 20, 37 
Sept. 25 Dec. 4, 11 

STIMSON & SONS also undertake SALES and Lettings 

by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations for Probate and aij 

Negotiations of Mort and Part- 

Receiverships, Arbitrations, Railway 

pei Cc Sales of Furniture, 
Collection of Rents, Assessment Appeals, &c. 

Separate Lists of House Property, Ground Rents for 
Sale, and of Houses, Premises, Shops, Offices To be Let are 
issued monthly, and can be had free on application, or by 
post for two stamps. The Sale List is the best medium 
in London for effecting Sales privately and expeditiously, 
No charge for insertion. Telephones: 624 London Wall, 
and 3114 City. Telegrams: “ Servabo,” London. 





By order of the Executors of Henry Heard, Esq. 
NOTTIING-HILL.—Excellent Freahold Investments, 


TIMSON & SONS will SELL by AUC. 
TION, at the MART, on THURSDAY next, 10th 
JULY, at TWO :— 

FREEAOLY GROUND RENTS of £400 per annam (in 
lota varying from £140 to £3), sesured upon 5) houses, 
Nos. 4 to 102 (even), Acklam-road, Portobello-road, Not- 
tirg-hill. Leased for 99 years from December 25, 1837, 

FREEHOLD GROUND RENT of £14 per annum, 
secured upon shop and premises, No3.112and 114, Acklam- 


road, 

FREEHOLD LAUNDRY PREMISES, No, 3, Acklam- 
road. Let on leaseat £76 perannum., 

FOUR FREEHOLD HOUSES and SHOPS, Nos. 104, 
106, 108, and 110, Acklam-road, producing £246 per a1num. 
—Particulars of Messrs. Allen Edwards ant Oldfie'd, 
Solicitors, 16, Eastcheap, E.C., and of ths Auctioneers, 8, 
Moorgate-atreet, E.C., and 12, Now Keat-road, 8. E. 





KENSINGTON. 
SALE OF VALUABLE FREEHOLD TOWN HOUSE, 


MHURGOOD & MARTIN have received 

: inatractions to SELL by AUCTION, at the AUC. 
TION MART, Tokenhonuse-yard, E.C.,on WEDNESDAY, 
JULY 23, 1913, at TWO o'clock precisely. 

No. 3, KENSiNGTON COURT.—A Freehold Towa 
House, containing ten bed and dres:ing-rooms, three ra- 
ception rooms, aud exca'lent officas, w.th passenger lifs ; 
well situate in a quiet position close to Kensington 
Gardens and the Bigh Street, to be zold with possession 
on completion of pu-chase. : 

Te prope'ty may be viewed with orders, to be had of 
the Auctioneers, and particulars and conditions of Sale 
may be had of Messrs. Taoicknesse and Hall, Solicitors, 
5, Little College-sureet, Westmins:er, 8.W., at the placs 
of Sale ; and of the Auctioneers, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS, 


For Gentlemen under the Act aad privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
, FF. 5. D, HOGG, M.R.C.S,, &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICHSTHR, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D. (Camb). Principal: UMNRY M. RILEY, Assoc, Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. irty years’ Experience, Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TELEGRAPHIO ADDRESS: “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT. 
Buntingford, Herts. 
Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99, 

For Gentlemen suffering from Alcohol and Drug Inebriety; 
also for Gentlemen convaleacing after illuess. Ina most 
healthy part of the country ; 18 acres of grounds; about 
350 feet above sea-level. Quarter mile from Statian, G. &.R. 
Two Resident Physicians. No Infectious or Consumptive 
Cases taken. Inebriety Patients are admitted voluntarily 
only, either privately or under the Inebriates Acts. Terms 
from 24 gas. Telephoue: P.O. 3, Buntingford, Tele- 
graphic Address; “ RasipENT, BUNTINGFORD.” 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS, 


A Large Stock of SECOND-HAND REPORTS AND 
TEXT-BOOKS always on Sale. 
Libraries Valued or Purchased, 


BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR. 
Removed from 3, Bream’s Buildings.) 
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